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Editorial 


~What’s In 
in 1974? 


For those of you who thought 1973 
was a bad year, brace yourselves for 
1974. All indications point not only 
to a continuation of the trends set 
in the past period, but a stepping-un 
of their development. World capitalist 
economy, which has been rampaging 
since the end of the Second Imperial- 
ist World War in 1945, is rapidly 
grinding to a halt. This is not to say 
that the economy will collapse aleo- 
gether, but there will be increasing 
cutbacks in production, layoffs and 
wage’ cuts. 

Take a look around the world. Bri- 
tain has cut back to a 24 to 3 day 
work week. Japan has declared a na- 
tional emergency as the bottom starts 
falling out of its economy. Holland 
has gone on "war footage" due to the 
dire lack of oil. Russia's industrial 
grewth rate continues to decrease and 
fall short of the goals set in the 
"Blan," and the only way the Russian 
rulers can boast of"full employment" 
is through maintaining the largest 
army in the world, "labor rehabilita- 
<ion" camps and urban "workfare" 
3achemes. 

While conditions in the U.S. have 
not yet reached the level of Britain, 
Japan, Holland or Russia, they are 
well on their way there. For years now 
our rulers have pointed to the lack of 
consumer goods in Russia as proof 
that "socialism" will not work. How- 
ever, daily reading of the capitalist 
press shows that the American workers’ 
standard of living is rapidly being 
pushed down to that of the Russian 
worker. The Chicago Datly News fore- 
cast 1974 as "the year of the shor- 
tages." 

However, why do we face the prospect 
of no food on the store shelves and 
increasing unemployment? Is it because 
Nixon has turned to "socialist" poli- 
eies of economic control as the con- 
servative economists claim? Is it be- 
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cause all the world's natural resources 
are being depleted? Is it because the 
Arabs aren't letting anyone have oil? 
The truth of the matter is that pro- 
duction is becoming increasingly un- 
profitable for the capitalists. Compe- 
tition is too stiff. It's time to weed 
out the "weak sisters." 

Nixon's economic policies are far 
from being socialists (so are Brezh- 
nev's and Mao's for that matter). On 
the contrary, they are an expression of 
the natural tendency of capitalism dur- 
ing the imperialist epoch, the tenden- 
cy toward increasing concentration. of. 
capital in fewer and fewer hands, and 
the increasing intervention of the cap- 
italist state into the economy, along 
with outright state ownership of some 
(or all) enterprises. This tendency is 
the tendency toward state capitalism 
a la Russia. 

In the final analysis, the competi- 
tion boils down to international trade 
war between different national blocs 
of capital. We can expect to see in- 
creasing protectionism and quite prob- 
ably even a state monopoly of foreign 
trade in the not too distant future. 
However, this will not be enough for 
the capitalist profiteers. In the end, 
the economic struggle will be decided 
on the military plane in all-out imper- 
jalist war. Such a war could very well 
signal the end of civilization. 

However, such a solution is not nec- 
essary. Nor is the specter of bread- 
lines and idle factories. The factor- 
ies and machines are still here. The 
workers are still here. Despite what 
the capitalists say raw materdals and 
synthetic production goods are still 
here. Production need not ston: The 
solution to the crisis need not be im- 
perialist slaughter: The solution can 
be found in the struggle of the inter- 
national working class to oust the cap- 
italists and their managerial servants 
and replace the present crisis-and-war- 
continued on page 34 AGF 
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World Economy Spirals 
Downward | 


by Aaron Asher & Ron Albertson. 


"A recession can be 
defined as a temporary 
_ downswing or slowdown 
of the economy; a coun- 
terbalance to affact an 
inflationary boom. Re- 
cessions are caused by 
a myriad of factors most 
of which could be avoid- 
ed or at least mitigat- 
ed by careful manage- 
ment of the economy." 

The above pap is what 
the majority of bour- 
geois economists would 
have us believe. To 
them, recessions (read 
mild depression) are 
simply the case of poor 
management, or in the 
case of the present re- 
cession, caused by un- 
foreseen crises (the en- 
ergy shortage). This, 
of course, is utter non- 
sense. Recessions are 
cyclical crises of cap- 
itakism caused in es- 
sence by the overexten- 
sion of capital. Reces- 
sions are an organic 
part of capitalist ec- 
onomy and can not be 
avoided no matter how 
much wishful thinking is 
done by the bourgeoisie. 

The present economic 
crisis has primarily 
been blamed on the en- 
ergy crisis and is in 
this respect unique. 
While it is true that 
the artificial shortage 
of fuel supplies has 
played a significant 
role in initiating the 
economic crisis, it is 
by no means a unique 
phenomenon. The present 
economic crisis is only 
the opening round of 


what will be the greatest 
crisis of world capital- 
ism since the crash of 
1929, 

Htetertcal Parallels 
Bourgeois economists 
fall all over themselves 

issuing denials every 
time someone shows a par- 
allel between the depres- 
sion of the '30’s and the 
present economéc crisis. 
They vehemently point out 
the fact that the crash 
of 1929 was caused hy a 
unique set of circum 
stances, that could never 
be duplicated. Besides, 
they are quick to elab- 
orate the various "econ- 
omic safeguards” that 
have been established ov- 
er the years that make 

it nearly impossible for 
a modern "black Friday" 
to occur. Let us examine 
the historical events that 
led up to the great de- 
pression of 1929, and how 
it was possible to go 
from an "era of prosper- 
itv" to the most severe 
economic crisis in the 
history of American cap- 
italism. 

The key to the prosper- 
ity of the 1920's was the 
enormous increase in ef- 
ficiency of production, 
in part the result of the 
application of Frederick 
W. Taylor's theory of 
scientific management, 
in part the outgrowth of 
technological innovations 
of the veriod. 

With more efficient 
management, greater mech- 
anization, and intensive 
research, industrial pro- 
duction almost doubled 


during the decade, soar- 
ing frem an index figure 
of 58 in 1921 to 110 in 
1929, This impressive in- 
crease in production was 
achieved without any ex- 
pansion of the labor 
force. Manufacturing em- 
ployed precisely the same 
number of men in 1929 as 
it had in 1919, The sum- 
mit of technological 
achievement was reached 
on October 31, 1925, when 
Henry Ford rolled a com- 
pleted automobile off his 
assembly line every ten 
seconds. 

Encouraged by the friend- 
ly disposition of the fed- 
eral government, the con- 
centration of industry 
stepped up sharply. Al- 
though the concentration 
of capital had reached 
its apex before the war 
it found new areas like 
the utilities in the 
1920's. Most mergers 
brought together firms 
engaged in the same bus- 
iness in different cit- 
ies. Between 1919 and 
1930, 8000 businesses 
disappeared. This was 
accomplished virtually 
without interference from 
the federal government. 
For example, in 1925 
Coolidge appointed Wil- 
liam E. Humphrey to the 
Chairmanship of the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission. 
Humphrey himself denounc- 
ed the FTC as "an instru- 
ment of oppression and 
disturbance and injury 
instead of help to busi- 
ness" and a. “publicity 
bureau to spread 'social- 
istic’ propaganda." 
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The concentration of 
capital accelerated rap- 
idly through the consol- 
idation of the American 
banking system. By 1929 
one per cent of the 
banks in the country 
controlled over 46% of 
the banking resources 
of the nation. 

By the end of the de- 
cade the consolidation 
of American business 
reached boom propor- 
tions. By 1929, the 200 
largest non-financial 
corporations in America 
owned nearly half the 
corporate wealth of the 
nation. From 1924 to 
1928, their assets ex~ 
panded three times as 
fast as those of small- 
er corporations. For 
example, four meat pack- 
ers controlled 70 per 
cent of the production 
in their industry, four 
tobacco companies ac- 
counted for 94% of the 
output of cigarettes. 

As the capitalists 
"solved" the problems 
of production, greater 
emphasis was placed on 
distribution (i.e. ex-~ 
change); the old style 
manufacturer and tycoon 
became less important 
than the salesman and 
the promoter. In the 
1920's the advertising 
man and the public re- 
lations expert came into 
their own. To staff the 
agencies of distribution 
and the “service in- 
dustries, a new white~ 
collar class developed 
in the cities. Together 
with the civil servant, 
the salesman and the 
salaried manager they 
constituted a “new mid- 
dle class." 

This trend led to an 
extremely important de- 
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velopment within the Am- 
erican corporate struc~ 
ture: the divorce of own- 
ership from control. Con- 
trol of business policy 
passed from the hands of 
owners and into the hands 


of a salaried bureaucracy. 


By the end of the decade 
a “managerial revolution’ 
had occurred: plant man- 
agers and corporation ex- 
ecutives rather than 
owners made chief dects- 
tons. Young men no long 
er aimed to found their 
own business, but wanted 
to rise to a high posi- 
tion as a hired manager 
or a salaried executive 
(with stock options of 
course). The businessman 
was less interested in 
risk (entrepreneurship) 
and more in stabilizing 
his business. 

The capitalists began 
to transform the old so~ 


cial values of thrift into 


new ones based on con- 
spicuous consumption. 
Debt was no longer re- 
garded as shameful, hence 
the develonment of in- 
stallment buying. In 
short, American capital 
dealt a death blow to the 
ideology of "laissez- 
faire" and in its place 
constructed the framework 
of welfare capitalism. 
The prevalent attitude 
among the intellectuals 
of the nation was mirror- 
ed by Lincoln Steffens, 


who had long been a fierce 


critic of American capi- 
talism. Steffens felt now 
that cavitalism was “pro- 


ducing what the socialists 


held up as their goal: 
food, shelter and cloth- 
ing for all.” 

‘New Era’ publicists 
argued that a new kind of 
"economic democracy” had 
been established. The 


business man, emjoying 
high profits, “shared” 
them in “hieh wages” 
with his workers (also 
high vrices). It seemed 
to them that the United 
States was on its way 
toward the final aboli- 
tion of poverty. 

What happened to shat~- 
ter the illusions of the 
avologists of capital? 
Was the depression of 
1929 caused by poor man- 
agement, and the disas- 
trous policies of the 
federal government? Or 
was the depression the 
logical extension of the 
rapid expansion of Amer~ 
ican capitalism? 

In short, the depres- 
sion of 1929 (and depres~ 
sions in general) was the 
organic stabilization of 
American capitalism 
which had entered a ver- 
jiod of extreme ove1fro- 
duction of capital. That 
is, American capital had 
become overinflated and 
no longer represented the 
true value of the Amer- 
ican economy. This is a 
cyclical manifestation 
of capitalism (the de- 
pression of 1871 for ex- 
ample) and can not be 
avoided. What made the 
depression so severe was 
the fact that this over- 
extension of capital oc- 
curred simultaneously 
throughout Western Eur- 
ope and North America, 
and tended to exacerbate 
the situation, causing 
not an economic slowdown 
in the affected coun- 
tries, but economic col- 
lapse. 

The Roots of Today's 
Crists 

The Second Imperialist 
World War, the fight for 
new markets, gave new 
life to international 


he 

Oil War 
and the 
struggle 
of the 
Oppressed 


by Ivo 


The following article ts reprinted 
from the May 1973 tissue of La Rivo- 
luzione Comunista (Communist Revolu- 
tion), organ of the Partito Comunista 
Internazionaliasta (La Rivoluzione 
Comuntsta) (Internationalist Communist 
Party (Communist Revolution) of Italy. 
The translation ts by Workers' Truth. 
We apoloatze to our readers and to 

La Rivoluzione Comunista for anu auk- 
wardness or errors in translatton. 


The seventies are the years of the 
“oil war.'' For the control of the 
black gold sharpens the weapons: the 
imperialist powers agaiast the pro- 
ducer states; the imperialist powers 
between themselves; the producer 
states one against the other. It is a 
tangle of bourgeois tipers. With this 
article we give an inttial general 
outline of the question. We will hold 
the examination of individual aspects 
for successive articles. 

The Confiiet Between the Imperialist 
Powers and the Producer States 

The ‘oil war’ is breaking out be- 
cause oi] is becoming the most impor- 
tant energy source and because the 
imperialist countries have lost the 
absolute control that they had in the 
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past. The enormous development of in- 
dustry and transport has demanded an 
increasing production of enerev. The 
traditional energy sources have not 
been able to respond to this need: 
neither hydroelectric, inasmuch as it 
is limited by the geographical condi- 
tions; nor extraction of coal inas- 
much as it costs more than the ex- 
traction of hydrocarbides (oil itself 
is extracted at much less cost than 
coal, is much more easily transported, 
and has 7 times more caloric power: 
besides it answers the strategic nec- 
essities much better, and is becoming 
the fundamental natural resource in 
the chemical industry which is the 
key sector of present-day capitalist 
production). On the other hand the ex- 
pansion of the oil-bearing sector, 
with the fabulous profits tied to it 
and the enormous sectoral investment, 
has impeded the rapid development of 
the nuclear industry, which is theor- 
etically in a position to furnish 
energy in inexhaustible quantity and 
at less cost. Thus since 1968 oil is 
also absolutely the most important 
source of energy: The tyrant of cap- 
ttalist production. However, the fact 
that oil has become the tyrant of en- 
ergy, would not have had by itself, 
the importance, ff it had not occur- 
red in an historical situation of im- 
perialist crisis and change in the 
relationship of world forces. Today 
not only the great imperialist powers 
are divided among themselves but the 
producer states, having acquired their 
national independence, want their own 
say in reward. ‘ 

For decades oil had stayed the ob- 
ject cf absolute dominion by the in- 
perialist powers. The United States, 
English, Dutch and French monopolies 
are themselves divided in the world 
market order, gaining fabulous profits 
and plundering the producer nations, 
reduced to the colonial state. But, 
with the '50’s, the producer countries 
themselves have recovered (?--WT) from 
colenialism and obtained independence. 
Thus, although in contradictory fash- 
ion, the young states have not wait- 
ed to put forward national vindica- 
tions on their unique riches. It is 
in the ambit of this tendency that in 
1960 appeared OPEC (Organization of 


capitalism (helped along 
tremendously by the fail- 
ure of working class 
revolution in the post~ 
war period). With the 
destruction of Europe 
and Japan's productive 
capacity, and the Soviet 
Union's satisfaction 
with containing them- 
selves to their own 
sphere of influence 
(generally), the United 
States was left virtual- 
ly without competition 
in the international 
market. The Marshall 
Plan paved the way for 
export of large erounts 
of capital throughout 
the world. Since the 
U.S. had come out on 

top after the war, it 
was allowed to stabilize 
the international mar- 
ket under its leader- 
ship. This scarcity of 
competition for the Un- 
ited States has been 

the reason why we have 
escaped a major depres- 
sion up until now. 

The two factors which 
contribute to the ‘heal- 
thy'"’ functioning of 
capitalism are: 1) an 
expanding market: 2) a 
guaranteed rate of pro- 
fit. Inflation has been 
used to insure a guar- 
anteed rate of profit, 
but now has about reach- 
ed its peak. Competition 
then for markets nation- 
ally and international- 
ly (most importantly in- 
ternationally) quickly 
becomes more tense. Sec~ 
tors of the economy may 
compete with each other 
such as in the current 
example of the oil cri- 
sis. The oil industry 
right now has the rest 
of the economy at its 
mercy and is obtaining 
its rate of profit at 


the expense of the rest 
of the economy. 

On the international 
scene, a tightening of 
the available markets has 
occurred because of Eur- 
opean (mainly Germany) 
and Japanese entrance as 
major competitors to the 
United States. The Un- 
ited States is no longer 
the overwhelmingly most 
powerful economic force 
in the world. The fact 
that the dollar had to 
be devalued symbolizes 
the decline in America's 
ability to stabilize the 
world market in its fa- 
vor. The rate of expan- 
sion in the U.S. has al- 
ready declined drastical- 
ly in recent months. "In- 
dustrial production has 
advanced at an annual 
rate of 1.2% since July, 
compared with 7.9% in the 
earlier months of this 
year." (U.S. News & World 
Report, Dec. 31, 1973) 

Since there is only a 
certain amount of goods 
which society can con- 
sume under capitalism 
(more due to the exigen- 
cies of commodity ex- 
change and the market 
system than to what work- 
ers and their families 
need), there is a limit- 
ed market. Because of 
international competition 
the capitalist class can 
not foresee when produc~ 
tion of certain goods has 
reached the saturation 
point. Since production 
is based on profit this 
leads to overproduction 
and a cut in the rate of 
profit ( goods which can 
not be exchanged are of 
no use to the capitalist 
no matter how useful they 
might be to the working 
class). Any overproduction 
within a single country 


is attempted to be ex- 
ported. Therefore with a 
decrease in markets, the 
international competi- 
tion has increased. The 
detente between the Un- 
ited States and Russia 
and between the United 
States and China have 
been attempts to open 
these countries as avail- 
able markets for Ameri- 
can productive surplus. 
As in any competition 
the weakest competitor 
has to fall. England, 
which is the weakest of 
all the imperialist coun- 
tries, has thus fallen 
and displayed what is in 
store internationally. 
Since the capitalists 
produce for profit and 
since the capitalist 
class has a monopoly of 
the means of production, 
shortages of goods can 
be vroduced artificial- 
ly. Since the rate of 
profit has fallen below 
what the cavitalists 
want, production cuts 
and thus shortages in 
consumer products have 
mushroomed internation- 
ally. Months ago every- 
one thought for sure 
they wouldn't be able to 
get beef because of a 
real shortage of beef. 
As we can see now, as 
soon as the price of meat 
was raised to where the 
meat producers were sat- 
isfied an abundance of 
meat appeared (working 
people still can't get 
beef, but now it's not 
due to shortage, but 
exorbitant prices). 
There is now a strong 
possibility (in fact a 
definite probability) 
that because of the in-~ 
tensity of imperialist 
competition and the in- 


capability of one oe * al 
eS oabinied on page 3 
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Petroleum Exporting Countries-~WT), a 
sort of wartel" of the producer states 
agains: ts oil-bearing monopolies 
compisacd f Venezuela, Abu Dhabi, Al- 
gerza, -audi Arabia, Indonesia, Iran, 
Irac, Kuwait, Libya, Nigeria, Oatar. 
The action of OPEC has had always 
» more weight since 196%, since, that 
is, when oil has become the prime 
source of energy while they have ir- 
ritated the interimperialist conflicts 
and the producer states have streng- 
thened to the point of putting into 
action the primary nationalizations. 
We give, for documentation, the re- 
lative data for the production and 
world importation of oil in the last 
fifteen years and in millions of tons. 


Produetton 
2855 1965 1971 
World °899 1570 2465 
(per cent of whtch) 
USA 40 26 22 
USSR 8 16 16 
OPEC 35 43 45 
Others 17 15 18 
Importation 


1955 1965 1971 
Yortd 260 681 1358 
(per cent of whtch) 


Japan 3 bs ae 
| Italy 7 i i) 

Germany 3 Pe 

France 10 a ae: 

Britain 11 THON Hs 

Holland § 4; 

USA 16 he 12 


As we see, not only has oil vroduc- 
tion increased two-and-a-half times 

in fifteen years but the importation 
of oil has more than auintupled. Oil 
has entered in a major way the lifd 

of the three defeated imperialisms, 
Japan, Italy, Germany, whose econom- 
ies have increased more quickly than 
those of the ex~Allies, USA, France, 
Great Britain, traditional masters of 
the black gold. But the machination 
hasn't occurred in direct fashion, be- 
tween producers and importers, but un- 
der the direction of the “7sisters,” 
the gigantic American-Anglo-Dutch 
world oil cartels (Esso, Mobil, Texa- 
co, Gulf, Standard, BP, Shell). In the 
oil arena we encounter therefore: 
OPEC, the ‘7 sisters,’ the importing 
imperialisms. 


The OPEC states are those that vro- 
duce the major guantity of oil having 
replaced the USA. They possess 75% of 
the known world reserves, while the 
USA has worn itself out. They assure 
85% of the world's production (99% for 
Japan: 85% for the Euroreans). They are 
pretaring to furnish 3 growing quantity 
of oil to the USA. 

The big oil-bearing monopolies retain 
the world network of oil production and 
distribution. However, their relative 
weight on the world market is decreas- 
ing under the pressure of the state 
companies and the independents (out- 
side the cartels). The "7 sisters" who 
in 1952 controlled 99% of western oil 
production (except the USA) and 2/4 of 
the refining and distribution, in 1971 
controlled 77% of production and lit- 
tle more than half of the refining and 
distribution. Moreover, 3/4 of their 
production is concantrated in the PEC 
states. 

By facing their economic arid stra- 
tegic needs senarately, the bie imper- 
falist powers, USA, Great Rritain, Yol- 
land, have given life to state oil- 
bearing comvanies who are coming into 
competition with the “7 sisters’ and 
who with a penetrating and aggressive 
policy have increased their weight in 
the world market. 

These are the major forces in the 
field. Among these, the most upsetting 
force is OPFC. It conditions, with the 
weight of its production and its re~- 
serves, the entire imnerialist market. 
Thanks to this it has extorted increases 
in the price of oil vroduction. It has 
then acauired from the "7 sisters’ the 
application of the principle of parti- 
cipation in the profits of profits of 
production. It has acquired from the 
state companies conditions of distri- 
bution even better than those of the - 
“7 sisters.’ Some OPEC states, like 
Iraq, have settled to their advantage 
the strone man of the nationalizations, 
at the expense of the “7 sisters," 
while all have created national oil- 
bearing companies. At every negotiation 
with OPEC the "7 sisters" have surren- 
dered something of their power, in the 
expectation of surrendering totally. 
From i*e oil manufacturers and mer- 
chants, they’ have bean reduced to oil 
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merchants’ and also in this field 
their role is constantly contested. 
With all this the elimination of the 
“7 sisters” can not be brought close, 
even if the new relationshin between 
imperialist powers and producer states 
proceeds in this direction. The big 
companies are, for the present, the 
only ones in a position to provide the 
world with oil and carry out the en- 
ormous investments necessary to in- 
creasing the bid under the demands of 
the market. Neither the producer 
states, nor the ‘consumer’ imperial- 
isms, can immediately substitute for 
the "7 sisters.'’ For the most part the 
"7 sisters” insure to the dominant 
classes of the producer states enor 
mous positional incomes, with their 
monopoly price system. (1) On these 
bases the clash between OPEC and the 
"7 sisters,’ in the framework of the 
conflicts between imperialists and 
producer states, resolves itself in 
continued negotiations of mutual con~ 
cession in as much as the big compan~ 
ies relinquish part of their power, 
but not all of it. The decisive party 
against the “7 sisters" plays on the 
terrain of interimperialist conflicts. 
It is only in the framework of these 
conflicts that OPEC is able to raise 
its voice and its price. 
The Conflicts Between the Imperialists 
Oil is becoming the ‘tyrant" of en- 
ergy proper in the period of the cri- 
sis of the imverialist system. In 
fact since 1968 the conflicts between 
the various imperialisms have sharven~ 
ed on every ground: monetary, commer~ 
cial, appropriation of raw materials. 
The European and Japanese imperialists, 
whose economies had been strengthened 
in respect to the USA, whose econom= 
ies are no longer inclined to remain 
submissive to the American imperial- 
ists. These conflicts are made red 
hot over the energy question, that is 
of the control of oil. The USA still 
being the prime world producer, hav~- 
ing to ration its production for pur- 
poses of economic and military secur- 
ity, imports increasing quantities 
from the OPEC states. The access of 
the USA to the oil import market has 
caused the price to start upwards. 
Since the ‘7 sisters” still control 
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the major part of oil production and 
distribution outside the USA, this leap 
of the prices harms the Euroveans and 
the Japanese twice: in as much as it 
translates into an increase of produc- 
tion costs for them: second because it 
allows an increase of the''7 sisters'” 
profits. 

Neither the Europeans nor Japan can 
accept this situation. Having to re- 
duce the production costs in order to 
cope with the trade war and to survive 
economically, the subordinate imperial- 
isms have to break the old monovoly of 
the "7 sisters,’ to have their own oil 
sources at lower prices. Under the sti- 
mulus of this need the imperialist sol- 
idarity for oil, with the American 
"leadership," has been broken. It has 
been replaced by division, rivalry. 
With the end of the imverialist soli- 
darity has ended also the era of oil 
at "low price," guaranteed by the rel- 
ative abundance of raw materials and 
the suffocation of the aspirations of 
the producer countries, led by the Un- 
ited States and hacked up by the other 
competitors. 

The imperialist powers are conscious 
of the gravity of the situation. They 
know that a dearth of oil now “would 
force them to struggle in reciprocal 
competition" with the inevitable con- 
sequence of considerable increases in 
the price of oil, and at the cost of 
unvsetting their economic life. For this 
they are forced to pursue the past co- 
operation, readjusted to the new times. 
Indeed recently Kissineer has placed 
the “energy question” on the agenda of 
the "new Atlantism."” Of course imper- 
jalist co-operation is really necessary: 
in the immediate the expansion of con- 
sumption can only be met with enormous 
investments, that require the common 
contribution of all the powers. But 
this co-operation presupposes the ex- 
istence of the “7 sisters’” and of US 
superiority: therefore the old world 
oil svstem, whose monopoly prices, 
fixed by the "7 sisters” to the advan~ 
tage of only the USA at the exnense of 
Europe and Japan. If, then, for the 
common imperialist interests there can 
be common accords of oil-bearing co- 
operation, these agreements conceal 
the tendency toward runture, toward the 


brigantine struggle for their own in- 
terests by every single imperialism. 
The reality is that the subordinate 
imperialisms, even co-operating with 
the USA, strengthen their own oil~bear- 
ing companies and set, more in gener- 
al, the basis for an actual political 
autonomy in energy. Japan is penetrat- 
ing the Persian Gulf states, from 
which comes 90% of its oil, and has 
tightened accords with China and the 
USSR. Italy has strengthened its in- 
fluence in the Mediterranean, parti- 
cularly in Libya. France has changed 
its system of alliances, suffering hu- 
miliation from Algeria and insults 
from Israel, in order to keep its 
hand on Arab oil. English, Italians, 
French, Danish, invest hundreds of 
millions in the wells of the North 
Sea. In this way the subordinate im- 
perialisms set the premisses for the 
elimination of the intermediaries of 
the ‘7 sisters," who sell the Arab oil 
at prices twenty times higher than 
its real value. And they open the way 
to its substitution with direct ag- 
reements between "producers" and ‘'con- 
sumers,'' less expensive and with the 
guarantee of payment for raw materials 
with merchandise. In their turn the 
USA signs agreement with individual 
countries, like Italy, in order to 
get away with advantageous concessions, 
in the area of European and Japanese 
influence and has moreover removed 
the prohibitions on oil importation. 
In the oil sector, in short, it inso- 
lently advances the tendency toward 
nationalization of the economic life, 
accompanied by the creation of indi- 
vidual spheres of influence. It accu- 
mulates the inflammable material of 
interimperialist world war. This vro- 
cess, in fact, can not be peaceful. 
The USA will never peacefully relin- 
quish its monopoly, which is one of 
the pillars of its world dominance. 
The Role of the Producer States in the 
Development of the Interimperialist 
Conflicts 

‘Bhe producer states know very well 
that their position of strength is 
owed to the divisions among the great 
powers. Therefore they play their 
cards for the purpose of changing the 
patrons of their resources, setting 


one imperialism against the other. It 
is always more frequent that a produ- 
cer state offers to one imperialist 
state that which it has just taken from 
another: or that it signs separate and 
privileged apreements with a power, 
that then become the basis for similar 
agreements with others. The oil gaming 
gets entangled. And from this entangle- 
ment the imperialisms come out weaker, 
even if one power increases its pro- 
fits, and the producer states are 
strengthened. In the actual moment’ the 
divisions amdng the imverialisms is 
much greater than the divisions among 
the producer states. Therefore OPEC can 
group states of divergent or absolute- 
ly hostile tendencies and function all 
the same, reaping successes in the ne- 
gotiations. It has even happened that 
the internal conflicts of OPEC, between 
"progressive'' national bourgeoisies 
and "moderate" national bourgeoisies, 
instead of favoring imperialism, dam- 
age it. An example of this situation 
is given by the conflict between Iran 
and Iraq. (2) 
The Class Struggle and the O11 War 
In the oil war are closely matched 
today the conflicts between the bour- 
geois states. But also the class strug- 
gle, now only in the background, dis- 
plays an active role in this entangle- 
ment of interests. Oil is not only the 
lever of independence for the producer 
skates, it is also the keystone of i 
their social transformation, of their 
entrance into cavitalist production. 
Around oil and the accumulation of cap- 
ital that it permits, goes the forma- 
tion of an urban proletariat, that 
makes its voice heard and close to this 
that of the peasant masses. Social con-~ 
flicts are develonving in all the pro- 
ducer states, in varticular in the 
Middle East (Rahrein, South Yemen, Egypt, 
Lebanon, Iraa, etc.). The situation is 
favorable for this development, because 
the imperialist crisis has direct re- 
percussions in the oppressed states, 
and because for the most part the state 
apparatuses of these countries are in- 
sufficiently consolidated. Included in 
the explosive Mediterranean situation 
then is the always-ignited fuse of the 
Palestinian people, whose survival is 
bound not only to the struggle against 
continued on page 25 
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Marxism 
and 


South 
America 


by Ron Albertson 


Part Three 
Brazil 


ith this issue we eontinue the 
sertalization of the pamphlet 
Marxism and South America. This 
pamphlet outlines the tasks and 
perspectives for revoluttonar- 
tes tn South Amertea. This 
month's tnstallment deals wtth 
Braztl. 


In the early years of its his- 
tory, labor in Brazil started 
with anarcho-syndicalist tra- 
ditions. Immigrant workers from 
Europe, primarilv Italy, Spain 
and Portugal brought these tra- 
ditions with them. 

The nature of the anarchist unions 
was not that of a craft-based organ- 
ization, but rather that of an indus- 
trial union encompassing all the 
workers. in a single factory or in- 
dustry. For the most part the anar- 
chist tradifion was not spread to the 
native Brazilian workers for a num- 
ber of reasons. In the first place, 
some of the organizations were built 
around certain nationalities such as 
an Italian grouping printing its 
press only in Italian. Most immigrant 
labor was concentrated in two major 
cities, Rio de Janeiro and Sao Paulo, 
therefore physically isolating the 
most class conscious workers. The 
bourgeoisie was also instrumental in 
dividing the immigrant labor from the 
native labor. Preferential hiring and 
treatment was given te the European 
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workers (whether they were skilled or 
not) both in the best industrial and 
agricultural jobs. Therefore racism was 
developed to divide add weaken the 
workers in the initial stages of Bra- 
zil's development. 

The First Imperialist World War brought 
an end to the division hetween native 
and immigrant labor since the mew tide 
of industrial expansion necessitated 
the proletarianization of a large num- 
ber of agricultural workers. Between 
1914 and 1919 Brazil exvanded its in- 
dustry by doubling it. Industrv was 
concentrated in production of consumer 
goods, mostiv food processing and tex- 
tiles. By 1920 food products had in- 
ereased to 40% and textiles which had 
accounted for 60% of industrial pro- 
duction in 188° had now decreased by 
1920 to 38%. 


The increase in industrialization 
nonetheless let the Brazilian economy 
renain concertratad in the two or 
three major citics, This intense con- 
centration of industrial centers still 
renting s sroblem today in Brazil and 
will uitizately only be alleviated 
with the destruction of capitalism. 

The First Imperialist World War had 
created a demand on Brazilian consum- 
er goods because of the stagnation of 
European production and trade. The 
Brazilian bourgeoisie now had a chance 
to pull themselves into a better com- 
petitive position vis-a-vis the in- 
ternational market. Since the great- 
est formula for capitalist prosperity 
is an expanding market and a rising 
rate of profit, the bourgeoisie had 
no intehtion of giving a raise to the 
Brazilian working class's standard of 
living. 

After a series of smaller strikes 
directed around shorter working hours 
and higher wages, a general strike oc- 
curred in Sao Paulo during 1917. Most 
of the Brazilian anarchists who had 
played key roles in the strike were 
said to have been inspired by the Rus- 
sian Revolution. 

Because the Brazilian economy was in 
the middle of its economic cycle which 
now required higher productivity 
along with the fact that the general 
strike was being carried out complete- 
ly, forced the bourgeosie to recognize 
the unions for the first time. Many 
of the demands presented by the un- 
ions were conceded to but only tem- 
porarily. Soon after the strike was 
over the hourgeogsie initiated a cam- 
paign of repression. The concessions 
granced were voided and most of the 
union leaders were put in jail. 

In 1919 another general strike was 
attempted but was defeated bv the 
bourreck#ée which was ever increasing 
its repressive capacity. The anarchist 
movenent proved itself incapable of 
leading the working class against the 
capitalist offensive. The anarchists 
could not lead the workers because 
they had too loosely tied together an 
organization and were not fully con- 
scious of the tasks set before them. 
Only a party built upon Bolshevik 
democratic-centralist norms and based 


on revolutionary Marxism has ever 
proved effective in providing revolu- 
tionary leadership to the workinp class 
in the epoch of imperialism. 

The 1920's in Brazil witnessed the 
transformation of the Brazilian econ- 
omy into the control of foreign finance 
capital. The main features of the ec- 
onomy which led up to Brazil's econom- 
ic colonization were: 1) inflation: 

2) devaluation: 3) an increase then 
decrease in the amount of tzade’ 4) 
the introduction of massive financing 
by foreign capital. The introduction 
of foreign capital naturally had di- 
rect effects on Brazilian politics. 
President Washington Luis was pro- 
claimed a ereat friend of the United 
States, and rightly so, since he gave 
full support to the entrance of foreign 
finance capital with a preference to 
U.S. capital. 

The 1920's also saw the formation of 
the Brazilian Communist Party. Most 
of the founding cadre were ex- 
anarchists. Because of an attempted 
military coup in 1922 the bourgeoisie 
had deciared a ‘'state of siege" and 
used it as an excuse to make the Com- 
munist Party illegal throughout the 
1929's. 

The 1929 crash saw a sudden stop to 
the imvort of foreign capital. The 
government became short of money to 
pay off its foreign debts. This led 
the sovernment to seek loans from na~ 
tional finance capital. 

This turn to internal financing re- 
sulted in the ‘Revolution of 1930” 
which is also referred to as 3razil's 
bourgeois revolution. The ‘revolution’ 
was actually just a coun d'etat sup- 
ported by a section of the Brazilian 
bourgeoisie who were situated in the 
southern state of Rio Grande do Sul, 
whose economy was not linked as much 
to the international market. 

This ‘bourgeois revolution" was car- 
ried out under the leadership of Ge- 
tulio Vargas who after being elected 
president set up a military dictator- 
ship. The economic policies followed 
by the new government were directed 
towards developing the internal struc- 
ture of the Brazilian economy. Because 
of the standstill in the international 
market, the economic growth of Brazil 
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in the 1930'3 and early ‘40's can he 
outlined as: 1) domestic inflation 
and increase of internal demand: 2) 
revaluation of the currency: 3) de~- 
cline in amount of trade due to fall 
in demand for export products: 4) in- 
ternal finance of industry. Figures 
show that industrial production in 
Brazil between 1929 and 1938 rose be- 
tween 50 and 190%. Although there was 


an increase in the internal production 


of basic industrial capital goods, 
this sector remained low at 13% while 
textiles and food processing repre- 
sented 56% of the national industrial 
production. This internal weakness on 
the part of Brazil's economy contri- 
buted later to the downfall of nation- 
al control of the economy. 

Vargas's policy towards the workers 
was to attempt to co-opt the unions 
with reforms, putting a brake to the 
rising tide of struggle put forth by 
labor groups. Alone with instituting 
reforms, a campaign of arresting and 
firing labor militants was instituted. 
Pecause of internal inflation wages 
were allowed to increase, this only 
giving illusions that Vargas was pro~ 
labor since in terms of real wages 
(buying power) they were actually de- 
clining. 

With the 1929 crash the agricultur- 
al export industry had been hurt 
greatly. Combined with this fact, the 
expansion of industrial production in 
the '30's brought about an influx of 
workers into the cities who were pre- 
viously employed in agriculture. The 
number of workers coming into the city 
though was far greater than the de- 
mand for labor. The result was the 
creation of a large section of unem- 
ployed which hindered the development 
of class consciousness as the capital- 
ists played off the employed workers 
against the jobless. 


In 1935, a popular front, the Nation- 


al Liberation Alliance, set un by the 
Communist Party, attempted a coup d' 


etat but was smashed. The unsuccessful 


coup gave Vargas an excuse to elimin- 
ate the remaining labor militants and 


replace them with pro-government union 


bureaucrats. 
In 1934 Vargas enacted a new consti- 
tution promising free elections with~ 
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in three years. In 1937 Vargas reversed 
himself and staged a coup enacting in- 
stead the ‘Estado Novo dictatorshiv. 
Between 1934 and 1937 there occurred a 
partial recovery on the pvart of foreign 
trade. Germany during this time was 
taking over a considerable vart of the 
United States' share of trade. The in~- 
crease of trade brought about a conflict 
between the agricultural interests and 
industrial interests over the revalua~ 
tion of the exchange rate. Vargas's 
1937 coup was an attempt to bring the 
two sectors together. But other influ- 
ences were also present: 

Nazi influence was unmistakable in 

President Vargas' coup d'etat in 

Brazil in 1937. Knowing that he could 

rely on the support of the Integral- 

istas, Vargas proclaimed the estab- 
lishment of a totalitarian govern- 

ment. (1) 

The "Integralistas" were the Nazi-type 
fascist varty which in 1938 attemnted 
an unsuccessful coup against Vareas. 
But Vargas's “Estado Novo" had many 
similarities to the fascist povernments 
existine in Germany and Italy. All vo- 
litical parties were abolished and la- 
bor censored from making any indepen- 
dent expression. Syndicates consisting 
of employers and labor groups were 
formed which were under the complete 
control of the government. The unions 
were transformed into instruments of 
the bourgeoisie. 

In 1945, at the war’s end, Vargas was 
thrown out of office. Before being 
thrown out of office, Vargas had re- 
ceived an ultimatum from the military 
to step down. Vareas, who was not eager 
to do so, went to his friend Luis Pres~ 
tes, head of the Brazilian Communist 
Party (and still in jail), for help. 
With Prestes's collaboration Vargas let 
a number of strikes,which were still 
illegal,so untouched, therefore imply- 
ing that he had turned pro-labor. “hen 
Vargas was removed from office by the 
military 1. appeared he was being re- 
moved because of his support for the 
workers. This was not the case. 

Prestes and the Communist Party in 
Brazil had played a very reactionary ) 
role. The program of Prestes was open~ 
ly bourgeois; even though he was but 
in jail by Vargas, he hailed him by 


describing “Estado Novo" as "moving 
towards democracy." In April 1946 the 
Partido Socialista Revolucionario (PSR 
~-Revolutionary Socialist Party), Bra- 
zilian section of the Trotskyist In- 
ternational, the International Secre- 
tariat, described Prestes in this way: 
For Prestes, the Brazilian crisis 
can really be solved only through a 
National Union with the ‘sincere (!) 
and loyal (!) collaboration of all 
true (!) patriots regardless of so- 
cial category, political ideology or 
religious creed. As "theoretical" 
justification Prestes bases himself 
on the nature of the Brazilian prob- 
lems which “are problems of the 
bourgeois-democratic revolution”: 
the solution of these problems "“in- 
dubitably interests the proletariat 
which in countries like ours suffers 
much less from capitalist exploita- 
tion than from the insufficiency of 
capitalist development." (2) 
However, at the same time the CP was 
calling for capitalist development, 
the Trotskyists weren't doing much 
better. The Trotskyists, rather than 
give support to the right wing of the 
bourgeoisie, chose instead to give 
support to the left wing under the 
mystical term "democracy." The Trot- 
skyists offered the Brazilian working 
class a list of immediate demands which 
could be fought for. Although they 
admitted these demands only to be 
‘immediate’ and not even their own 
centrist ‘transitional program,” they 
refused to bring these demands in the 
context of a revolutionary program. 
The program of the PSR ignored the 
question of the state, the destruction 
of which (the capitalist state, that 
is) and its replacement with a state 
based on democratic workers’ councils 
is fundamental to the complete alle- 
viation of the problems of the work- 
ers. Part of this inadequacy was caus- 
ed by the PSR's overemphasis on par- 
liamentary activity. Another cause for 
their deficiencies was that when they 
did sneak of the state, they spoke of 
it in a completely undialectical way, 
mechanically applying Marxist policies 
from the epoch of progressive capi- 
talist development to the epoch of 
capitalist decay: 


.. Leninists always fight for the 
democratic republic as the preferable 
form of government under the capital- 
tst system without losing sight of 
the fact that such a regime affords 
better means for the vroletariat to 
attain socialism... (3) 

In the same article, though, afew par- 

agraphs later, we find: 

We nourish no superstitious faith in 

the''virtues''of bourgeois elections, 

for the vroletariat can exnect al- 
most nothing from constitutional 
parliamentarism within the framework 

of the capitalist state. (4) 

The contradiction in this position that 
"the proletariat can expect almost 
nothin from the bourgeois state" but 

we should “always fieht for the demo- 
cratic republic" is a result of the 
PSR's attempt to give a left ccver to 
their program and their centrist vac- 
illation between reform and revolution. 
The call for bourgeois democracy in the 
name of a censtituent assembly is ir- 
relevant in the imverialist evoch in 
all but the most exceptional of cir- 
cumstances (which no longer exist to- 
day). The task of the communist van- 
guard is to call for the abolition of 
bourgeois democracy along with the bour- 
geois state and in its place call for 
the construction of a workers’ repub- 
TCs 

In 1946 the Dutra regime took over 
under the new constitution which was 
supposed to pave the way to democracy. 
Instead of easing restrictions on the 
workers the new regime retained and 
strengthened many of the repressive 
policies of ‘Estado Novo.” Strikes were 
outlawed in certain areas of the ec~ 
onomy, and in other areas were only 
legal after a ruling by the courts that 
the union had a just complaint. 

After the war a steady upsurre in ~ 
class consciousness developed, mainly 
because of the fight over inflation, 
and in svite of the workers misleaders. 
When a wave of strikes broke out in 
1947 the Communist Party attempted to 
put a halt to them, trying to give a 
picture of respectability to the bour~- 
geoisie. The result of the CP's fail- 
ure to halt the strikes was their ban- 
ning later that year. 

By 1951 Vargas returned to the pres- 


idency, elected on a populist, “anti- 
imperialist" colored and nationalist 
coalition. In Vargas's new term he 
created Petrobras, the Brazilian state 
petroleum company, and also had plans 
to build Electrobras, a state-owned 
electric company. Vargas attempted to 
channel labor militancy with the help 
of the labor bureaucrats into “nation- 
aligm." .. With the help of union 
bureaucrats, appeals were made to the 
workers to increase productivity for 
the national interest. 

The workers were not fooled by such 
trash and instead militancy started 
to rise again. In 1953 a very large 
strike took place in Sao Paulo where 
at least 2000 workers were jailed. 

The strike which was over higher wages 
involved major unions. 

By 1953 the United States was re- 
covering from the Korean War and star- 
ted to invest large amounts of capi- 
tal in Brazil again. The economic tide 
swung most of the national bourgeoi- 
sie over to the side of the United 
States and therefore made them very 
hostile to the nationalist policies 
of the Vargas regime. Under pressure 
from the military representing these 
interests Vargas committed suicide in 
1954. 

Vargas was followed in office by 
Cafe Filho who was extremely right- 
wing and pro-foreign investors. Filho 
for the Monetary and Credit Author- 
ity's Instruction 113, which allowed 
foreign firms to bring new equipment 
at free market prices while national 
firms had to be licensed and pay tax- 
es. This directive which allowed even 
a greater grip for American capitalism 
over Brazil remained in effect until 
1961. 

The following government was that 
of Kubitschek, whose orientation to- 
wards the working class was to ‘ut a 
brake on its militancy through re- 
forms. The unions were allowed to 
bargain freely again. The resulting 
loosening of restrictions on workers 
allowed another upsurge in the labor 
movement. By 1960, forty per cent of 
the industrial workers were unionized. 

Labor held its greatest strength 
during the 1960's under the Goulart 
regime. In 1960 the CGT was formed by 
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the largest industrial unions. The CGT 
was a central confederation of labor. 
This type of confederation had been il- 
legal in the previous years and had 
been one of the demands made hy labor 
militants. Goulart, who had come to 
power on the backs of the union bur- 
eaucrats, was able to utilize the CGT 
for political strikes. However, the 
strikes became more and more under 
militant leadership despite Goulart's 
attempts to control them. 

In 1963 the CGT organized a strike 
and forced congress to call a plebi- 
scite for the next year in which there 
was a vote on what type of regime was 
to remain. The bureaucrats used their 
influence to elect Goulart in the pleb- 
iscite. 

The CGT increased the number of 
strikes and diversified its demands 
soon after. Strikes were called which 
demanded limiting the profits of for- 
eign investors and nationalizations of 
large foreign-owned firms. These strikes 
were directly influenced bv the reform- 
ist Communist Party which was still 
openly calling for buildins up of na- 
tional capitalism. This is natural 
since the most logical form of nation- 
al bourgeois revolutions in the cur- 
rent evoch is that of state cavitalism. 
Nationalization and a state monopoly 
of foreign trade is a most effective 
way of economically combatting the 
larger imperialist countries. 

Labor militancy continued to grow 
and Goulart proved he was unable to be 
effective in its repression. In 1964 
Goulart was overthrown by the military, 
which once again displayed its obvious 
role as personal police of the bour~ 
geoisie. The military repime started a 
large campaign of terror and repression 
against the working class. 

Today in Brazil the military regime 
has shown that it has comolete loyalty 
to the American bourgeoisie. The gov- 
ernment is totally subordinated to the 
interests of American investors. A few 
unions are allowed to exist but are not 
allowed to strike. Any leaders of the 
union have to be approved by the gov- 
ernment. There has been a 45% drop in 
real wages since the military regime 
has been in power. Workers are forced 
to work a 77 hour work week just in 

eonttnued on page 35 


Trade Unions Today 


Divide All Available Work 
Among All Those Able to 
Work—For Direct Distribution 
Of Goods and Services! 


Trade Unions Today is a regular feature of Workers’ Truth. Future tseues will 
contain articles dealing with the problems facing various individual trade unions 
as well as iseues relating to all trade unions. This month's article explains a 
change in the Revolutionary Workers Group Program for the Trade Unions, the sub- 


stitution of the slogan "Divide Ail 


Available Work Among All Those Able to Work-- 


For Direat Distribution of Goods!" for the slogan "A Sliding-Seale of Wages and 


Hours--Jobs For All!” 

In the June, 1973 is- 
sue of Workers' Truth, 
the Revolutionary Work- 
ers Group put forth its 
program for the trade 
unions in an article 
"Which Way for the Trade 
Unions?" In that article 
the RWG called for a 
"gliding scale of wages 
and hours--jobs for 
all!" which we defined 
as "a transitional step 
toward communism which 
will be instituted by 
the working class when 
it finally organizes 
society in its own in- 
terests in a workers’ 
republic. The class as 
a whole (not individual 
industries) will divide 
up all the work amongst 
all those able to work. 
...Since there will be 
no capitalists to rake 
off profits, all goods 
produced can be divided 
between all those who 
work and their families 
(i.e. everyone)." (em- 
phasis added) 

In the pwocess of 
evaluating our political 


positions and their effect 
in relationship to the 
present needs of the 
working class, it has 
become evident to us that 
the slogan "a sliding 
scale of wages and hours 
~--jobs for all" is an 
incorrect formulation, 
and is, in fact, a re- 
formist demand. The slo- 
gan does not raise the 
fundamental question of 
the abolition of wage- 
labor and workers' con- 
trol, as we had first in- 
tended. Rather, it rein- 
forces the concept of 
wage-labor. Far from be- 
ing a demand which in- 
trinsically challenges 
the rule of the capital- 
ists, this slogan plays 
into the hands of the 
bosses, because tt is a 
demand which can be met 
under capitalism without 
fundamentally damaging 
tte structure ("workfare" 
schemes mean "jobs for 
ail”). 

The slogan for a slid-~ 
ing scale of wages and 
hours (30 for 40) has 


long been a part of the 
programs of the various 
reformists and centrists 
of the American left, 
especially the Pabloists 
and Trotskyists (¢.¢. 

SWP and SL). They view 
this slogan as a "tran- 
sitional demand", that 

is a demand which in it- 
self is not revolution-~ 
ary but will raise the 
consciousness of the work- 
ing class to seeing the 
necessity of socialist 
revolution through strupg- 
gling around said demand. 
The RWG categorically 
rejected this spontaneist 
concept from the outset. 
The RWG condemns the re- 
formist and centrist pro- 
grams of the various 
pseudo-Marxist grousp on 
the left as betrayals of 
the working class in their 
struggle with the bour- 
geoisie and their lack- 
eys in the union bureau- 
eracy. We view the con- 
cept of “transitional de- 
mands" as put forth in 
the Trotskyist Transi- 
tional Program as incor- 
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rect, spontaneist and 
centrist and incapable 
of anything but the con- 
fusion of the working 
class and a retardation 
of the development of 
the revolutionary class 
consciousness of the 
proletariat. 

As revolutionary so- 
cialists and Leninists, 
we of the RWG under~- 
stand the necessity for 
the vanguard party to 
consistently put forth 
a revolutionary program 
in the trade unions. A 
revolutionary program 
which will raise the 
political consciaasness 
of the working class, 
aid in breaking them 
from the misleadership 
of the union bureaucrats 
and ultimaeely challenge 
the power of the capi- 
talist class. It is 
within this context 
that the RWG rejects the 
slogan "for a sliding 
scale of wages and hours 
--jobs for all" as in- 
correct. 

In its stead we call 
for the working class to 


“divide up all the avail- 


able work among all 
those able to work" and 
"for direct distribution 
of goods." In this man- 


FROM THE STATE: 


* DEMOCRATIC RANK-AND-FILE CONTROL 
OF THE TRADE UNIONS? 
* NO SUPPORT TO CAPITALIST GOVERN- 


MENTS! 


*® INTERNATIONAL WORKING CLASS 


SOLIDARITY: 


* DIVIDE ALL AVAILABLE WORK AMONG 
ALL THOSE ABLE TO WORK--FOR 
DIRECT DISTRIBUTION OF GOODS 


AND SERVICES! 


* ORGANIZE THE UNORGANIZED AND THE 


UNEMPLOYED! 


* ARMED WORKERS' DEFENSE GUARDS: 
* A WORKERS’ REPUBLIC: 


ner automation and ra- 
tionalization can be usdd 
to benefit the working 
class. We do not intend 
this demand as a scheme 
to "end unemployment" 


under capitalism. We view 


the concept of a division 
of all work amongst all 
those able to work as a 
task to be carried out 

by the working class un- 
der a workers' republic. 
Likewise, when the work- 
ing class has seized pow- 
er it will not maintain 
the system of wage-labor, 
the system of its own 
subjugation and exploi- 
tation under capitalism. 


- Wage-labor is an integral 


part of the capitalist 
economic system. It must 
be abolished, not placed 
on a “sliding scale." 
Instead, the working 
class will institute the 
direct distribution of 
goods and services. How- 
ever, while the struggle 


-against capitalism is be- 


ing waged and has not 
vet reached revolution- 
ary proportions (factory 
seizures, workers’ coun- 
cils, etc.), we realize 
the necessity for the 
working class to strug- 


gle to maintain their dai- 


ly existence. These day 


Revolutionary Workers Group Program for the Trade Unions 
* INDEPENDENCE OF THE TRADE UNIONS 


to dav economic struggles 
by the working class are 
of the utmost importance, 
but must be viewed in 
the overall context of 
workers’ revolution (a 
fact that our opponents 
often lose site of). 
Therefore it is the duty 
of all revolutionary 
socialists to support 
these struggles. White 
at the same time, pre- 
senting a revolutionarv 
alternative to the work- 
ine class through the 
subjective intervention 
of the program of the 
vanguard party. 

We view our program 
to be in direct opvosi- 
tion to the programs of 
the reformists and cen- 
trists who totally fail 
to understand the dia- 
lectical relationship 
between the economic and 
political struggles of 
the working class. 

Only by raising its 
pregram:: in the day to 
day struggles of the 
working class can the 
vanguard party hope to 
raise the consciousness 
of the proletariat to a 
revolutionary socialist 
level and win them to 
its banner. 


* END THE SPECIAL OPPRESSION OF 
WOMEN! 


* END THE SPECIAL OPPRESSION OF 


BLACKS, LATINS AND OTHER 


MINORITIES! 


* END COMPANY-CONTROLLED SENIORITY 


SYSTEMS--FULL RIGHTS FOR YOUNG 
WORKERS ¢ 

* NATIONALIZATION OF ALL INDUSTRY, 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. UNDER THE 
COLLECTIVE CONTROL OF THE 


ENTIRE WORKING CLASS: 


* BUILD THE INTERNATIONAL PARTY OF 


REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS (FOURTH 


INTERNATIONAL) ! 


Revolutionary Perspectives 


in the Middle East 


At right, Egyptian Pres- 
tdent Anwar Sadat (cen- 
ter) and Ltbyan head of 
state Muammar al-Kadafi 
(far right), two "Lead- 
ers” of the so-called 
"Arab Revolution." 


With this teasue we con- 
tinue the serialization 
of the pamphlet Revolu- 
tionary Perspectives in 
the Middle East begun 
tn our August tssue. 
This pamphlet deals with 
the background to the 
current "Israeli-Arab” 
ertsts and puts forward 
a revolutionary program 
as tts solution. 


The Bourgeois Arab Regimes and the 
"Arab Revolution" 

Most leftists, including those who 
claim allegiance to Marxism, if quer- 
ied as to their position on the Arab- 
Israel conflict and the situation in' 
the Middle East today will answer in 
seme form or another that thev are 


'"pro-Arab." However, what does this 
mean to be 'pro-Arab?" There are Arab 
workers, and there are Arab capital- 


ists, and even Arab kings! Likewise 
there are Hebrew workers and Hebrew 
capitalists (although there are no 
Hebrew kings). Are these so-called 
Marxists supporters of all Arabs? The 
answer is generally, "No, onlv the 
progressive ones." This includes gen- 


' erally everyone frem Habash of the 


Popular Front for the Liberation of 


Palestine and Hawatmeh of the Demo- 


cratic Popular Front for the Libera- 
tion of Palestine to Arafat of Al Fa- 


‘teh, the late Nasser of Egypt and the 
:Ba'athists in Syria and Iraq. The ra- 


tionale which is given for this vosi- 
tion is that the Jews (they deign not 


‘to use a more precise national term 


‘like Hebrew) are oppressers and have 


stolen Arab lands and persecuted and 
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by David Ross 


driven out Arab people. Therefore all 
true Marxists and Leninists (sic!) 
should support the Arabs. This is noth- 
ing but a weak and disgusting defense 
of the crossing of class lines in sup- 
port of the Arab bourge@isies which is 
carried out consistently bv the So- 
cialist Workers Party (and the United 
Secretariat) and the Workers League 
(and the International Committee). One 
would expect a bourgeois partv like 

the Communist Party to suppert bour- 
geois regimes, and they not onlv sup- 
port the Arab bourgeoisies but. also-- 
the Hebrew bourgeoisie by their main- 
tenance of the necesd&ity for bourgeois 
Israel to exist. For the Stalinists the 
existence of Israel means the right of 
the Hebrew bourgecisie to have its own 
state and to oppress Hebrew workers. 
The Stalinists, however, also feel that 
the Palestinians should have a state, 
teo, where the Palestinian boureeoisie 
can oppress the Palestinian workers. 
But what about the SWP and the WL, 

two supposedly anti-Stalinist "'revo- 
lutionary' parties? These two organi- 
zations, unlike the CP which while 
maintaining Israel's right to exist 
generally supports the Arab states, 
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give no support at all to Israel's ex- 
istence but have chosen to give total 
support to one side.’ The "side" which 
these groups have chosen is that of 
the Arabs. As a theoretical mask for 
their anti-Marxist position on the 
class struggle in Israel and the Arab 
countries, these two organizations 
have created the myth of the ‘Arab 
Revolution.” What precisely do they 
mean by an ‘Arab Revolution?" Marxists 
often talk about world revolution, 
which means that in order for social- 
ism to come into existence capitalism 
must be abolished on a world scale and 
the working class of all countries 
must be united. However, we do not 
speak of an Asian Revolution or 4 
European Revolution as such. Recause 
of the division of the world into na- 
tion-states, revolutions occur ina 
national framework. It is for this 
reason that the International Party 
must be divided (so to speak) into na~ 
tional sections. By no means will the 
overthrow of capitalism in the Middle 
Fast occur in all of the countries at 
once. Just as this will not occur in 
Europe, Asia and Latin America. While 
the struggles in the various Arab 
countries and in Israel must be linked 
up through the International Party, 
this does not mean that there is one 
single unified “arab Revolution." What 
the revisionists in the SWP and WL 
mean by an “Arab Revolution” is an at- 
tempt to mask either open or backhand- 
ed support for various “progressive” 
bourgeois regimes in the Middle East. 
It is in the name of the “Arab Revolu~ 
tion” that the WL Bulletin, foliowing 
the lead of Gerry Healy and the So~ 
cialist Lahque League (now Workers 
Revolutionary Party) in England waxed 
enthusiastic over the ‘anti-imperial-~ 
ist’ Nasser in Egypt who was at one 
time deemed the leader of the vanguard 
in the Arab Revolution." In his re- 
port on the sWwP National Committee 
Draft Resolution “Israel and the Arab 
Revolution” to the March, 1971 NC Ple- 
num, Gus Horowitz stated: 
At the time of the 1967 war, the SWP 
was the only major radical organiza- 
tion in the U.S. to put forward a 
clear line in defense of the Arab 
revolution against imperialism and 
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Israel. (1) 


What was this “clear line in defense 


of ...revolution?” In answer to this 

question we will suote at length from 

a discussion article contributed to 

the pre-convention discussion of the 

syP in 1971 by Peter Buch. Buch is con- 

sidered the number one spokesman on the 

Middle East for the SWP and what he 

writes on the question can safely be 

considered the SVP line. Buch writes: 
Four years ago in June, 1967, Israel 
launched a ruthless blitzkrieg at- 
tack on the neighboring Arab coun~ 
tries and the Palestinian refugee 
camps, with the hysterical, chauvin- 
ist battlecry that this was 4 “war 
of survival" to avert nothing less 
than another Auschwitz. 

Then our party had no difficulty in 
taking the correct revolutionary 
(sic-DR) position, even thouch we 
didntt have a specific Mideast res- 
olution to guide us. We stood on the 
traditions of revolutionary Marxism 
(sic!-DR), on everything that Lenin 
and Trotsky had taught us about prom 
letarian internationalism and the 
national question (which apparently 
wasn't much-DR), on what we had 
learned from Malcolm X (a noted Marx- 
ist, no doubt-PR), from our exper- 
jence with the rise of Black nation~ 
alism in the United States, from the 
course of national liberation move- 
ments in Vietnam, Algeria, Cuba, and 
elsewhere. 

Virtually alone on the left in this 
country, our party supported uncon~ 
ditionally the right of the Arab 
states to defend themselves against 
the Israeli attack and to resist the 
maneuvers of the imperialists and the 
Kremlin at the UN to dispose of Arab 
sovereignty, territories, and popu- 
lations. We received heavy criticism, 
then, not only from our enemies, but 
also from long time Militant readers 
and even from among some comrades , 
that the party had been one-sided, 
had not sufficiently denounced the 
Arab bourgeois and royalist leaders, 
and was unmindful of the Arab record 
of “terrorist” attacks on civilians 
and blood-curdling threats of Jewish 
annihilation. 

We insisted that, at a time when the 


' Arab peoples were under brutal, all— 
out assault from the Zionist colon- 
izing state, with the ill-concealed 
blessings of American imperialisn, 
it was the first obligation of rev- 
olutionaries--especially American 
revolutionaries--to leave absolute- 
ly no room for doubt where we stood 
in that confrontation and on which 
side we would be fighting if we were 
an Arab party and physically located 
in that part of the world! (2) 

We can be thankful that the SWP was 

not placed in such a situation. The 

sellout subordination of the various 
resistance organizations to the Egyp- 
tian and Syrian bourgeoisies was bad 
enough without an ostensibly Leninist 
party joining in the debacle. 

Within this short section of Buch's 
remarks there are so many errors and 
anti~Marxist positions that one does 
not know where to begin. For lack of 
a better starting point, we'll begin 
at the begining. Buch refers to the 
1967 war as a ruthless blitzkrieg at- 
tack by Israel. It is interesting that 
Buch uses the term "blitzkrieg." If 
we go back a few years to the origin 
of the term we will find that it first 
came into general use with the ‘“light- 
ning warfare' (blitzkrieg) of the Ger- 
mans at the beginning of the Second 
Imperialist World War. This blitzkrieg 
was used against, among other coun- 
tries, Belgium and France, two imper- 
jialist powers in Europe. The blitz- 
krieg of the Nazis was no less ruth- 
less than that of the Israelis (in 
fact if anything it was moreso). Would 
Buch then counsel support to the 
French and Belgian bourgeoisies in 
the struggle to defend their "sov- 
ereignty, territories, and popula- 
tions?'' Such was the position of the 
French section of the Trotskyist In- 
ternational around the paper La Vert- 
te during the Second Imperialist World 
War. However, such is not the position 
of proletarian internationalists. 
Marxists oppose both sides in such a 
conflict and call for the working 
classes to struggle against their own 
bourgeoisies and turn the capitalist 
war into a civil war. Buch points out 
that the Ametican imperialists "bless- 
ed" the efforts of Israel. So what? 


They also “blessed" the efforts of Pak- 
istan in the Indo-Pakistani war over 
Bangla Desh. At that time, however, the 
SWP attacked the International Commit- 
tee for giving critical support to the 
Indian bourgeoisie. In actuality this 
was highly hypocritical on the part of 
the SWP who was giving backhanded sup- 
port to the same Indian bourgeoisie. 

It doesn't matter whether or not the 
American (or Russian) imperialists are 
"blessing" anyone's efforts. Some im- 
perialist power will always be bless~ 
ing one or the other side in an inter- 
capitalist conflict. It's a matter of 
whose interests the war is being fought. 
Only a war fought in the interests of 
the working class, i.e. a revolution- 
ary war against capitalism, is worthy 
of the support of the international 
working class. 

Buch says that the SWP had the obli- 
gation to show on which side they stood 
and on whose side they would be fight- 
ing if they "were an Arab party and 
physically located in that part of the 
world!" This shows us two things.One: 
the SWP does not see any prospect or 
in fact any necessity for building a 
revolutionary party in Israel. If they 
did, Buch would not be talking merely 
about an Arab party. What role would 
Hebrew revolutionaries have played? Or 
does Buch see no role for them? %r are 
there no Hebrew revolutionaries? Or 
perhaps there are not even any Hebrews? 
When asked this question, most SWPers 
will say that it makes no difference. 
They're Jews and Zionists and oppres- 
sors and that's enough for the SWP 
(also for the Arab semi~feudal kings 
and the American Nazis, we might add). 
The second thing which the SWP position 
shows is precisely what Buch said. It 
shows which side the SWP stands on. 
However, he forgot to add "of the 
class line.” The SWP has clearly taken 
a position on the wrong side of that 
line, subordinating the struggles and 
interests of the Arab workers (and the 
Hebrew workers) to the Arah hourgeoi- 
sies. The SWP has taken a clear nosi- 
tion in suvport of the Egyotian bour- 
geoisie, the Jordanian bourgeogsie, 
etc. Buch later says that the bourgeoi- 
sie can not carry out the tasks assign- 
ed to it (without strons enough pres~ 
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sure or a consistent belief in nation- 
alism). However, he feels that it is 
more important to enthuse over Nasser's 
army than to oppose or even criticize 
him. Thus, the Egyptian workers are 
told that they must first support Nas- 
ser in the war against the ‘ruthless 
oppressor’ and then they can take 

care of their own interests. This is 
the stock Menshevik position on the 
two-stage theory of revolution applied 
to the question of intercapitalist 
war. The role which the SWP would have 
Arab revolutionaries play in respect 
to a war with Israel is precisely the 
role played by the European Social~ 
Democracy of supporting their own 
bourgeoisies in the First Imverialist 
World War. 

The SWP has gone so far as to pres~ 
sure Sadat, the president of Egypt to 
go to war again. At the time of the 
January 1972 student upsurge in Egypt 
which had as its central focus the 
demand that Sadat turn his sabre-rat- 
tling rhetoric into action by attack~ 
ing Israeli forces in the Sinai, Jon 
Réthschild wrote in the Intercontinen- 
tal Press (the international organ of 
the SWP): 

On January 24 the Egyptian general 

staff won its first battle in twen- 

ty-five years. But unfortunately 

for the Egyptian and Arab masses, 

the combat took place in Cairo, not 

in the Sinai desert’: and the vic- 
tims were students from Cairo's two 
leading universities, not Zionist 

occupying troops. (3) 

The SWP does not see the Egyptian 
bourgeoisie (or any other Arab bour-~ 
geoisie) and the Egyptian workers as 
having fundamentally opposite needs. 
While the SWP might agree that on ec- 
onomic questions the two are opposed 
as employers and employed, when it 
comes to Israel, both ‘suffer’ at the 
hands of the “oppressor.'' Further on 
in Buch's remarks he states: 

We are going to defend the right of 

the agerieved party, the oppressed 

population, to fight for its nation- 
al and democratic rights by any 
means necessary. We are going to be 
sensitive to their fears, thetr sor- 
rows, thetr humiliations, not to 
those of the oppressors who accuse 
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their victims of being responsible 

for their own ovrression. (4) 

Whose fears? Whose sorrows? Whose hu- 
miliations was the SWP sensitive to in 
19672 None other than the Egyptian, 
Syrian, Iraqi and Jordanian bourgeoi- 
sies! It was in their interests that 
the Arab armies fought Israel in 1967, 
just as the Israeli Defense Force was 
fighting in the interest of the Hebrew 
bourgeoisie and not the interests of 
the Hebrew workers. 

Like the SWP, the Workers League is 
also enamored with the concept of the 
"Arab Revolution.’ However, unlike the 
SWP (who applies a consistent same 
reformist line), the WL is prone to 
flights of incredible fantasy. For in- 
stance in the October 1973 War, the WL 
proudly declared that: 1) the “mighty” 
Syrian air force was shooting down Is~ 
raeli war planes right and léft: 2) 
the Egyptian 3rd Army wasn't really on 
the verge of being annihilated when 
the cease-fire went into effect, but 
on the contrary, was vreparing to rout 
the Israelis! This illusion in the pow~ 
er of the Arab canitalist armies stems 
from the WL's false analysis of the 
Arab capitalist regimes and their role 
in the Middle East. In a statement by 
the International Committee printed in 
the Workers League's Bulletin we find: 

There can be no question that the in- 

ternational working class must fieht 

in solidarity with the Arab masses 
and their armies against the armies 

of Israel, pupvets of imperialism. (5) 
This is an utterly false analysis. The 
Arab armies are the armies of Arah cap- 
ital. They are used to defend the in- 
terests of the Arab capitalists not on- 
lv against other capitalist states (e.g. 
Israel), but also, and principally so, 
against the Arab workers and peasants. 
Arab workers had nothing to gain from 
either the 1967 or the 1973 wars. Their 
interests lie not in fighting Israel 
for the benefit of their capitalist 
rulers, but in fightine their capital- 
ist rulers for their own benefit and 
for that of the oppressed masses gen- 
erally. 

During the %ctober Wad and the ensu- 
ing Geneva negotiations, the Palestin~ 
ian question figures heavily. The Arab 
capitalist regimes have and will put 


themselves forward as the defenders 

of the Palestinians, and they will 
probably be supported by such bour- 
geois nationalists as Yasir Arafat, 
head of Al Fateh. But, what exactly 
has been the attitude and role of Arab 
capital vis-a-vis the Palestinian 
refugees living within the borders of 
their “brother™ Arab states? To the 
Arab regimes, the plight of the Pal- 
estinians is nothing more than a prop- 
aganda weapon against Israel. 

While many of the Arab governments 
have given money to the bourgeois na- 
tionalist resistance movement, they 
have done virtually nothing for the 
tens of thousands of refugees who are 
forced to live in squalor in the re- 
fugee camps. On the contrary, the Arab 
capitalists say that the refugee prob- 
lem is Israel's fault, and Israel 
must pay for the bettering of the Pal- 
estinians' lot. In the meantime, the 
Arab states allow the camps to deter- 
jorate further and further so they 
can say to the world, “Look at what 
Israel has done to our brothers. Make 
them return our oil fields, orchards 
and strategic military points.” 

Besides doing nothing to help the 
Palestinian refugees, the Arab rulers 
have consistently launched vicious 
attacks against the refugee camps in 
their countries whenever the resistance 
movement has threatened to link up 
with indiginous opposition tendencies 
(Jordan in 1979, Lebanon in 1973). 

To confuse the war aims of the Arab 
rulers with the just cause of the Pal- 
estinian masses, as many socialists 
do, is like confusing the just cause 
of the post-war Jewish refugees with 
the reactionary aims of the Zionist 
establishment (as many socialists did 
and still do in more ways than one). 
The task of raising the Palestinian 
masses out of their refugee existence 
is one of gargantuan vroportions. It 
is a task which can not be solved ad- 
equately under capitalism. This is not 
to say that an Arab capitalist solu- 
tion to the question will not be 
found. However, such a solution (West 
Bank state,“integration” into the Ar- 
ab economies or even liquidation of 
Israel) will be carried out in the in- 
terests of the Arab capitalists, not 


the Palestinian masses. Such a solution 
would simply transfer the refugees 
from the camps to urban slums where 
they could provide a cheap labor force 
for a completely or vartially restored 
(or in the case of "integration" not 
restored at all) Palestinian cavital- 
ist class (which would be virtually 
under the thumb of the Egyptian, Saudi, 
ete. capitalists, just as the Bengali 
ruling class is subordinate to that of 
India), or in the case of integration 
for the local bourgeoisie. 

Oil has proven to be the major wea- 
pon of the "Arab Revolution.” It is 
clear that what the Arab cavitalists 
were unable to win on the battlefield, 
they are tryine to extort through the 
withholding of much-needed oil sun- 
plies to Furope. The oil embargo and 
its use by the Arab capitalists must 
be viewed in the proper context. It is 
an attempt by a small capital bloc to 
get political concessions and economic 
gains (price increases) from the major 
imperialist capital bloc. This is not 
based (as some groups like the Trot- 
skyist Class Struggle League presume) 
on the existence of a large non-capi-~ 
talist sector of world economy. On the 
contrary, it is based on the vast 
amount of oil reserves which the Arab 
countries contain and on the ability 
to play off one imperialism against 
another. The POEC (Organization of Pet- 
roleum Exvorting Countries) did not 
develop its strength because of the 
growth of a "deformed workers’ state’ 
sector of world economy, but because 
the decline of American imperialist 
hegemony has lifted the cover off of 
interimperialist rivalry and brought 
it out into the open. It must be made 
clear to one and all that the Arab rul- 
ers are acting in their own interests 
and their own interests alone. All that. 
will come to Arab workers from the ex- 
ercise of the “oil weapon" by their 
rulers is unemployment and depressed 
wages, pushing their already low stan- 
dard of living even lower. Thus, revo- 
lutionary Marxists (unlike the Class 
Struggle League) do not support the 
oil embargo. We see it for what it is: 
an intercapitalist political/economic 
conflict with the same result for the 
world working class no matter what na- 
continued on page 35 
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Archives of the Revolution 
Communist International on 
Parliament and Soviets 


Archives of the Revolution is a regular feature of Workers' Truth. Fach month we 
reprint for the benefit of our readers vart or all of a particular speech, article 
or docwnent from the vast and rich heritage of the revolutionary Marxist movement. 


’ The Watergate scandal has brought up the question of elections, impeachment and 


parlianentary activity ingeneral. It has also brought out the fact that most so- — 
ctalistagroups in the United States have an essentially reformist attitude toward 
the American version of parliament, Congress. As a means of combatting the tllu- 
sions spread by these pseudo-revolutionaries and in order to put forward the real 
views of the early Commmist International (whom all these groups claim to be 

the centinuators of) concerning parliament, we are reprinting the 1 September 

1919 Circular Letter on Parliament and Soviets from the Executive Committee of 

the Lommniet Internctional. While we have a taettcal difference on the uaabtlity 
of parliaments as a forum for reaching the working clase, we are in complete aq- 
reement with the general attitude toward parliament taken by the ECCI. There is 

ne talk in this letter of parliaments and elections as expressions of the will ef 
the werking masses or the necessity of supporting capitalist impeachments. On the 
contrary, parliament ie viewed as a capitalist institution which must be deatroy- , 
ed along with the rest of the capitalist atate through the use of nonparliament- 
ary working class direct actions (strikes, uprisings, etc.). The letter also makes 


clear that the important question is not whether a group agrees with the tacttie of 
electoral activity, but if tt understands that such activity can onlv be for 
prepagandistic purposes. There can be no spreading of tllustona about parliaments, 


1 September 1919 
Dear Comrades! 

The present phase of the revolution- 
ary movemant has placed squarely and 
sharply on the order of the dav the 
question, among others, of parliamen- 
tarianism. In France, America. Ene- 
land, Germany, as the class struggle 
grows more acute, all revolutionary 
elements are joining the communist 
movement by merging or co-ordinating 
their activities under the slogan of 
Soviet power. The anarcho-syndicalist 
groups, and the grouns which just call 
themselves anarchist, are joining in 
the general trend. The ECCI welcomes 
them most cordially. 

In France, the syndicalist group of 
Comrade Pericat forms the nucleus of 
the Communist Party: in America and 
partially in England, the struggle 
for Soviets is led bv some organiza- 
tions such as the IWW. These vrouns 
and tendencies have always come out 
actively against parliamentarv meth- 
ods of struggle. On the other hand 
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‘ists, between communists and soctal- 


those elements in the Communist Party 
which have come to it from the social- 
ist parties are mostiv inclined to rec- 
ognize parliamentary actionsaiso (Lo- 
riot's groun in France, the ASP in Am- 
erica, the ILP in England, etc.). All 
these tendencies, which should at all 
costs and as ouickliv as possible be 
anited in the communist party, require 
a uniform tactic. The question must 
therefore he decided on a common basis, 
and the FCCI is sending this circular, 
which is deveted to this special ques- 
tion, to all fraternal parties. 

At the present moment the universal 
and unifving programme is recognition 
of the struegle for the dictatorship 
of the proletariat in the form of So- 
viet power. History has posed this 
auesticon in such a wav that it acts as 
a demarcation line hetween the revolu- 
tionary proletariat and the onnortun- 


traitors of everv varietv. The so~cal- 
led "center' (Kautskvy in Germany, Lon- 
guet in France, the ILP and some ele- 


ments of the E&P in Fneland, Hillauit 
in America) is, despite all its assur- 
ances, objectively an anti-socialist 
tendency, because it cannot and does 
not want to fight for the Soviet dic- 
tatorshin of the proletariat. On the 
other hand, those groups and parties 
which formerly rejected any political 
struggle (e.g. some anarchist groups) 
have, by recognizing Soviet power, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, in 
fact renounced their previous anti- 
political character, because they have 
admitted the idea of the seizure of 
power by the working class, the power 
which is necessary to suppress bour- 
geois resistance. In this way, we re- 
peat, a common programme has been 
found, the programme of struggle for 
Soviet dictatorship. 

The old divisions in the interna- 
tional workers’ movement have clearly 
become obsolete. The war created a 
new alignment. Many of the anarchists 
or syndicalists who rejected parlia- 
mentarianism, behaved just as comntemp- 
tibly and treacherously during the 
five years of war as the old leaders 
of official social-democracy, who take 
the name of Marx in vain. Forces are 
being mobilized along a new line--on 
the one side those who are for a pro- 
letarian revolution, for the Soviets, 
for the dictatorship, for mass action 
rising to armed insurrection: on the 
other hand those who are against this. 
This is the basic question of our day. 
This is the main criterion. This is 
the distinguishing characteristic 
which marks the new associations. 

What is the relation between recog- 
nition of the Soviet idea and parlia-~ 
mentarianism? Here two questions must 
be kept quite separate, for logically 
they have nothing in common with one 
another’ the question of parliamen- 
tarianism as a desirable form of the 
political regime, and the question of 
using parliament for the purpose of 
promoting the revolution. Comrades 
often confuse these two questions, and 
this has an extremely harmful effect 
on the entire practical struggle. We 
shall deal with each of these ques- 
tions in turn and draw all the neces- 
sary conclusions, 

What is the form of the proletarian 


dictatorship? We answer: Soviets. That 
has been proved by Russian experience, 
which has universal significance. Can 
Soviet pnower be reconciled with par- 
liamentarianism? No, and again, no. It 
is absolutely irreconcilable with par- 
liaments as they now exist, because the 
parliamentary machine embodies the con- 
centrated power of the bourgeoisie. 

The deputies, the chamber of deputies, 
their newspavers, the system of brib- 
ery, the secret connections between 
deputies and bankers, the connection 
with the entire machinery of the bour- 
geois State--all these are chains for 
the working class. They must be broken. 
The bourgeois State machine, and con- 
sequently bourgeois parliaments, are 

to be broken, dissolved, destroyed, and 
on their ruins a new power is to be 
organized, the power of workine-class 
bodies, of "workers' parliaments," that 
is, of the Soviets. Only traitors to 
the working class can delude the work- 
ers with the hope of a “peaceful” so- 
cial revolution by means of parliamen- 
tary reforms. Such people are the fierc- 
est enemies of the working class, and 
they must be fought vitilessly: no com- 
promise with them can be allowed. Hence 
our slogan for every bourgeois country 
is: "Down with varliament! Long live 
Soviet power" 

But the auestion may be asked: All 
right, you reject the power of present 
bourgeois parliaments: why then do you 
not organize a new and more democratic 
parliament based on universal fran- 
chise? Durine the socialist revolution 
the struggle reaches such an acute 
pitch that the working class must act 
ouickly and decisively, and not give 
the class enemies in its camp access 
to its power organization. These re- 
quirements are met only by the Soviets 
of workers, soldiers, sailors, peasants, . 
elected in the factories, on the land, 
in the barracks. That is the way to 
put the auestion of the form of vrole- 
tarian vower. The government must be 
overthrown: kings, presidents, parlia- 
ments, chambers of deputies, constitu~ 
ent assemblies, all these institutions 
are our sworn enemies and must be abol- 
ished. 

Now let us pass to the second hasic 
question: can bourgeois pariiaments be 


used to further the revolutionary 
class struggle? Logically, as we have 
said, this question is quite separate 
from the first one. We can help to 
abolish an organization by entering 
it, by “exploiting’ it. Our class en- 
emies also realize this very well, and 
use the official social~democratic 
parties, the trade unions, and other 
such organizations, for their own pur~ 
poses. Let us take the most extreme 
example. The Russian communists, the 
bolsheviks, took part in the elections 
to the Constituent Assembly. They at- 
tended its meetings. But they came 
there in order to disperse the Assem- 
bly after 24 hours and to establish 
the power of the Soviets. The party 

of the bolsheviks also had its depu- 
ties in the Tsarist Duma. Does this 
mean that at that time they "recog~ 
nized’ the Duma as an ideal or at 
least a tolerable form of State or- 
ganization? It would be madness to 
make that assumption. It sent its 
representatives to the Duma so that, 
from this direction too, it could op- 
pose the apparatus of Tsarist power, 
and help forward the abolition of that 
same Duma. It was not for nothing that 
the Tsarist Government sentenced the 
bolshevik “parliamentarians” to pri- 
son for “State treason." It was illee- 
al work that the bolshevik leaders 
were doing when they used their "im- 
munity’’ to rally the masses to an at- 
tack on Tsarism. 

Are we in favor of retaining bour- 
geois “democratic” parliaments as the 
form of State administration? 

No, in no circumstances. We are for 
Soviets. 

But are we in favor of using these 
parliaments for our communist work, so 
long as we are not yet strong enough 
to overthrow them? 

Yes, we are in favor of that, on a 
number of conditions. 

We know very well that in France, 
America, and England, the workers have 
not yet produced from their ranks par- 
liamentarians capable of this kind of 
action. In these countries, until now, 
we have had parliamentazy treachery. 
But that is no proof of the incorrect- 
ness of the tactics which we consider 
right. It only means that they have 
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had no revolutionary party of the vro- 
letariat such as the bolsheviks or the 
German Spartakists. When there is such 
a party, everything can become quite 
different. In particular it is neces- 
sary: (1) that the center of gravity | 
of the struggle shall be outside par- 

liament (strikes, revolts, and other 

forms of mass struggle): (2) that ac- 

tion inside parliament shall be bound 

up with this struggle: (3) that the 

deputies shall also do illegal work: 

(4) that they shall act on the instruc~ 

tions of the central committee and sub- 

ordinate themselves to it: (5) that in 

their actions they shall disregard 

parliamentary forms (not fearing out- 

right collisions with the bourgeois 

majority, speaking “over their heads," 

etc.). Whether at any given moment to 

take part in elections, in the elector- 

al campaign, depends on a number of 

concrete circumstances which must be 

very carefully considered in the given 

country at the given time. The Russian 

bolsheviks were in favor of boycotting 

the elections to the first Imverial 

Duma in 1996, and the same bolsheviks 

were in favor of taking vart in the 

elections to the second Duma, when it | 
became clear that the bourgeois-land- 

owning power in Russia would still be 

ruling in Russia for many years. Re~ a 
fore the elections to the German Nat- 

tional Assembly in 1918 some Sparta- 

kists were in favor of varticipation, 

others against. But their party remain- 
ed a united communist party. 

We cannot, on principle, renounce 
the utilization of parliament. In 
spring 1918, the Bolshevik Party, al- ! 
ready in power in Russia, declared in 
a special resolution taken at its 7th 
Congress, that if, as a natural conse- 
quence of a particular combination of 
circumstances, bourgeois democracy re- 
gained the upper hand, the Russian Com- 
munists would be able to be forced to 
utilize the bourgeois parliament once 
again. We must leave ourselves elbow 
room on this question. 

What we wish specially to emphasize 
is that in all cases the question is 
really solved outside parliament, on 
the streets. Now it is clear that ; 
strikes and revolts are the only decis- 7 
ive methods of struggle between labor 
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nd capital. Therefore comrades shotld 
concentrate chiefly on mobilizing the 
masses. Founding the party, forming 
their own groups in the trade unions 
and capturing the unions, organizing 
Soviets in the course of the struggle, 
leading mass struggles, agitating 
among the masses for revolution-~all 
that comes first; parliamentary activ- 
ities and particd@pation in the elec- 
toral campaign are only auxiliary ac- 


tivities, nothing more. 


If that is so, and it undoubtediv 
is, then it is obvious that it is not 


the better comrades have some preju- 
dices on this question. Their destruc- 
tion is necessarv, and they will be 
effectively in the course of the rev- 
olutionary struggle. Therefore we ap- 
peal urgently to all groups and organ- 
izations who are genuinely fighting 
for Soviets to proceed with the ut- 
most unity, even if on this question 
they are not of one mind. 

All who are for the Soviets and the 


proletarian dictatorship will unite 


worth while splitting over differences 
on this subsidiary question. The prac- 
tice of parliamentary prostitution 

has been itself sickening, that even 


Oil 
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Israel and imperialism, 
but against the Arab 
bourgeoisie itself. The 
"Palestinian cause” is 
a permanent threat for 
the dominant classes, 
bourgeois or semi-feud- 
al, of the region. In 
the Middle Fast, there- 
fore. as in all of the 
OPEC states, the class 
strugele has fundamen- 
tal imvortance. Its in- 
fluences, either on the 
different imperialisms, 
whose revolutionary 
movement can cut off the 
oil vein from one mo- 
ment to the next; or on 
the political situation 
of the imperialist coun- 
tries, where the “oil 
erisis'’ doesn't fail to 
produce its upsetting 
effects. 

Never like today has 
the imperialist system, 
already arrived at the 
apex of its development, 
been as vulnerable. 
There is no power that 
does not depend on oil. 
And there is no imper- 
jalist unity with the 
power to keep the social 


movements of the oppres- 
sed masses from spring- 
ing up. The metropolitan 
proletariat must pay 
attention to the ex- 
ploited masses of the 
oppressed nations, and 
prepare to support the 
struggle. Imperialism 
has set the basis for 
the unity of the exploit- 
ed of every country, 
even more than in the 
past. It is up to revo- 
lutionaries to streng- 
then this unity and to 
create the weapon of 
international revolution. 
NOTES 
(1) The price of oil is 
a monopoly price. It is 
calculated under the 
higher production costs 


of the smaller United 
States wells which are 
twenty times higher than 
those of the Arab wells. 
In this way the "7 sis- 
ters” gain enormous pro- 
fits. 

(2) Iraq had nationalized 
the IPC (that is to say 
of Esso, Sheil, BP, Mo- 
bil) in June of '72. 
Iran, traditional nemesis 


as quickly as possible and form a un- 
ified communist party. 


With communist greetings, 


President of the ECCI, 
G. Zinoviev 


of Iraq for domination 

of the Perstan Gulf, has 
recently concluded a com- 
promise with the "7 sis- 
ters,” with which-nation- 
alization is exeluded, 
but in exchange for a 
"sliding scale” of oil 
prices which was to f0 
until 1975, date in which 
they sign the OPEC agree- 
ments. Only a few months 
later, in December 1972, 
ascertaining that no 
"sliding scale” of oi] 
prices could repair the 
continuing monetary cri- 
sis and reaching an ag- 
reement with Japan for 
bulk furnishing of oil, 
the Shah has overturned 
his position. Thus, in 
March 1973 the "7 sis- 
ters" have had to swallow 
the toad of the complete 
nationalization of Iran- 
fan oil, reducing of buv- 
ing, even at advantageous 
prices. In this way the 
“moderate' Iran has sta- 
bilized its own leader- 
ship in the Persian Gulf, 
making its own the poli- 
tics of Iraq. 
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Spartacist League, Watergate and 
Revolutionary Politics 


In November we wrote: 
The Watergate affair 
has had its effect not 
only on the capital- 
ist class and Nixon, 
but also on the so~- 
cialist left. A prime 
example of its effect 
can be seen in the 
Spartacist League (SL). 
The liberal pressure 
for impeachment has 
brought about a mark- 
ed right turn on the 
part of the Spartacist 
Legue.... 

This statement (along 

with our explanation of 

the SL's errors)bbrought 
about a response from 
the Spartacist League 

in an article entitked 

"What Labor Should Do 

About Watergate" in the 

7 December Workers Van- 

guard. The Workers Van- 

guard article is divided 
essentially into two 
parts. The first part 

is called "A Socialist 

Answer to Watergate" 

and the second is "Class 

Struggle and Democratic 

Rights." The latter sec- 

tion is a melange of 

slanders against the 

Revolutionary Workers 

Group intermeshed with 

a complete misunder- 

standing of revolution- 

ary Marxism. We will 
deal essentially with 
this section but in so 
doing we will deal with 
the Spartacist League's 

"socialist" answer to 

Watergate. 

The Workers Vanguard 
polemic starts right off 
with a slander: “the 
tiny, semi-syndicalist 
Revolutionary Workers 
Group." (It is interest- 
ing to note that during 
the course of the polem- 
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ic and for no apparent 
reason, WV decided that 
three paragraphs later 
we weren't simply "semi- 
syndicalist,"” but "in- 
transigent syndicalists!") 
This attempt to paint us 
with the brush of syndi- 
calism is nothing but 
slander and falsehood. 
As anyone knows who has 
read Workers’ Truth, we 
are anything but syndi- 
calists. It is the Revo- 
lutionary Workers Group 
which puts forward as 
part of its program for 
the trade unions the .~ 
stnuggle to build the 
Internagional Party of 
Revolutionary Workers 
(Fourth International), 
i.e. the international 
communist vanguard. It 
is the Revolutionary Work- 
ers Group which in its 
articles on Watergate 
and other problems facing 
the American (and inter- 
national) working class 
has always brought to 
the fore the necessity 
of constructing a van- 
guard party of the work- 
ing class. It is the Rev- 
olutionary Workers Group 
which has consistently 
stood in the traditions 
of revolutionary Bolshe- 
vism and the early years 
of the Communist Inter- 
national on this ques- 
tion. And the Spartacist 
League? What about the 
Spartacist League? Do 
they mention the neces~ 
sity of building such a 
party as part of their 
"socialist" answer to 
Watergate? No. Instead 
they put forward the call 
for a workers’ party 
based on--the trade un- 
ions (les syndicats). We 
ask the Comrades of the 


Spartacist League, why 
is it that your léader- 
ship, which has spent 
many vears in the soctal- 
ist movement, and which 
knows full well what 
syndicalism is, why is 
it that they must turn 
to such out-and-out slan- 
der in their argument 
against us? Could it he 
that they use "syndical- 
ist" in the same manner 
that the Socialist Work- 
ers Party uses “sectar- 
iat?" as a catch-all term 
for opponents? Isn't it 
easier to simply brand 
someone a syndicalist 
and then argue not against 
their positions, but 
against those of the 
syndicalists? This is a 
ruse. Tt is the same 
ruse that is always used 
by those who can not an- 
swer the political arpu- 
ments of an opponent. The 
Communist Party cries 
"counter-revolutionary!" 
The Workers League cries 
"Pabloite revisionist!" 
The Socialist Workers 
Partv cries "sectarian!" 
And the Spartacist League 
cries "syndicalist!" 
Workers Vanguard then 
deals in a paragraph wath 
a number of questions 
whétch we dealt with at 
length in our November 
article. They say: 
---Lf the RWG wSre 
consistent we presume 
it would also criti- 
cize Trotsky's call 
to "onen the books" 
as irrelevant or re- 
formist.... 
We can safely assume that 
the conjuring up of Trot- 
sky's shade is done for 
the benefit of the SL's 
ranks, otherwise the de- 
mand to "open the books" 


could have been brought 
up anonymously. The an- 
swer, Comrades. is yes. 
Does this mean that af- 
ter the revolution we 
will not publish all the 
gecret correspondence of 
the bourgeoisie (as did 
the Bolsheviks)? No. We 
will, but that doesn't 
mean that we constantly 
demand that the bour- 
geoisie do it now. As a 
side point, it would 
appear that there may be 
another reason for WV 
waving Trotsky's name 
about: lethargy and 
force of habit. The Am- 
erican left is so sat- 
urated with relatively 
small ‘Trotskyist’ sects 
(of which the SL is only 
one) that they are all 
in the habit of attack~ 
ing each other on the 
basis of “Dare you dis- 


agree with the ‘01d Man?'” 


Workers Vanguard then 
gets to the crux of the 
matter’ new elections, 
labor party, workers’ 
government. 

First on the question 
of new elections. The 
whole question of new 
elections is tied to the 
Marxist view of the el- 
ectoral process and pvar- 
liamentarism in general. 
The early Communist In-~- 
ternational viewed el- 
ections and varliament 
in quite a different 
manner than does the 
Spartacist League. The 
Theses on Communtst Par- 
ttes and Parliament ad~ 
opted by the Second Con- 
gress of the Communist 
International stated 
quite clearly: 

..-The task of the 

oroletariat is to shat~ 

ter the bourgeois State 
machine, to destroy 

it, and to destroy 


with it varliamentary 
institutions, whether 
republican or deriving 
from a constitutional 
monarchy.... 
Does the Workers Vanguard 
article make any mention 
of this? None at all. 

The above-quoted theses 
also gave a clearcut an- 
alysis of what parliaments 
and bourgeois congresses 
really are and what the 
capitalists would like us 
to believe they are: 

Parliamentarianism as 

a State system became 

a democratic’ form of 

the rule of the bour- 

geoisie who, at a cer~ 
tain stage of develop- 
ment, needed the fic~ 
tion of a popular rep~ 
resentative body, which 
from the outside seems 
to be an organization 
of the “popular will” 
standing outside clas- 
ses, but is in essence 
an instrument of onpres~ 
sion and subjection in 
the control of ruling 
capital. 
Apparently the Spartacist 
Leacue has been fooled by 
the capitalists, for they 
state in their volemic 
against us? 
For revolutionary Marx~ 
ists, in contrast, the 
question of the direct 
democratic expression 
of the will of the work- 
ing masses (immediate 
elections) is of enor- 
mous importance. 
Nor is this view all that 
new. In the May-June 1965 
Spartacist (“Conspiracy 
and Treachery in Alabama") 
we find: 

The Selma-Montgomery 

events must be recog- 

nized as an intended 
perversion of the civil-— 
rights movement. But 
militants can turn the 


vrojected empty voting- 
rights law against the 
Democrats, against the 
maintenance of the cap~ 
italist system, the sur- 
vival of which is in- 
extricably linked with 
the continued oppres- 
sion of black people. 
The key to filling the 
voting process with 
content ts voting for 
and butlding a new par~ 
ty fighting for the 
political, social and 
economic rights and 
needs of the working 
people. 
Putting content in the 
voting process? Elections 
as the democratic expres~ 
sion of the will of the 
masses? Is this a Bolshe- 
vik attitude toward Con- 
eress? On the contrary, 
this is the attitude of 
the reformists, not the 
early Comintern and the 
Bolsheviks. In its so- 
cialist answer to Water- 
gate Workers Vanguard 
states that the demand 
for new elections wana 
sharp attack on the struc 
tural bonapartism of im- 
perialist democracy and 
a threat to capitalist 
stability--which is why 
the bourgeoisie will 
strongly resist dite ens 
that so? It would appear 
that WV forgets that the 
Americen Congressional~ 
Presidential system is 
not the epitome of imper- 
jalist democracy. In fact 
it is the exception not 
the rule. There have been 
votes of confidence and 
special elections in such 
imnerialist countries as 
England, France, Germany , 
Belgium, Italy, the Neth- 
erlands, Denmark, etc. 
time and again. In these 
elections there have even 
been mass workers varties. 
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However. these elections 
did not attack “struc- 
tural bonapartism." On 
the contrary, they were 
used by the imperialists 
to deflect working class 
unrest into the deadend 
of capitalist elections. 
In like manner, Kevin 
White, the Democratic 
Mayor of Boston (who as 
far as we know has no 
opposition to imperial- 
ist democracy) has cal- 
led for new Presidential 
elections in 1974. Is 
Mr. White contradicting 
his class interests and 
making a 'sharp attack 
on the structural bona- 
partism of imperialist 
democracy and a threat 
to capitalist stability?” 
We think not. We think 
that Mr. White, like his 
European counterparts, 
is attempting to defuse 
the developing working 
class unrest and channel 
it away from strikes and 
other forms of mass 
struggle. Workers Van- 
guard follows its con~ 
tention that new elec- 
tions would represent 
the popular: will of the 
working masses with a 
sentence that makes no 
sense in the context of 
the article: 
It (the question of 
the direct expression 
of the will of the 
working masses--WT) 
is the key reason why 
we call for the forma- 
tion of soviets and 
factory committees at 
a time of revolution- 
ary upsurge, even though 
such institutions by 
themselves are no more 
working-class in char- 
acter than the unions. 
Perhaps this is a fur- 
ther ploy at syndicalist 
baiting. It is not clear. 
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We certainly do not feel 
that unions are any more 
working class than soviets 
or factory committees. 
Likewise we also call for 
factory committees and 
soviets at the time of 
revolutionary upsurge. 
But what does this have 
to do with elections? 
Would Workers Vanguard 
have us believe that el- 
ections are no more work- 
ing class in character 
than the unions? Would 

it have us believe that 
they are working class in 
character at all? Does 
Workers Vanguard cavital- 
ist elections and soviets 
on the same level? It 
would appear so. 

On the auestion of a 
labor party. We will re- 
iterate here what we 
stated in From Trotsky- 
ism to Marxtsm: 

We oppose the call for 

a Labor Party....Does 

this mean that we op- 

pose the call for work- 
ers to break from the 
capitalist parties and 
build their own varty? 

Not at all. We call on 

the workers to join and 

build the vanguard par~- 
ty. There are not two 

"parties 6f the working 
ctelass."' There is only 

one’ the vanguard par~ 

ty. All other tenden- 
cies within the labor 

movement, including a 

Labor Party, are obsta- 

cles and must be de- 

stroyed by the revolu- 
tionary workers organ- 
ized in the vanguard 
party. 
This is the political 
leadership that must be 
constructed. However, no- 
where in its polemic or 
its answer to Watergate 
does the SL even pay lip 
service to the vanguard 


party. All we get is a 
constant demand for a 
“workers party based on 
the trade unions.” It 
should not be necessary 
to remind “Leninists” 
that there ts a differ- 
ence between a party bas- 
ed on the trade unions 
and a party composed of 
the conscious vanguard 
of the working class. 

We must again take time 
out to deal with another 
of the straw-man ruses of 
the Workers Vanguard 
article: 

The fight for the in- 

denendence of the work- 

ing class is, after all, 
the crux of Marxist 
politics from the Com- 
muntst Manifesto on- 
wards. But the intran- 
sigent syndicalists of 
the RWG would simply 
have us abandon the par- 
liamentary arena al- 
together. 
It would appear from read- 
ing these lines that our 
“syndicalist" bent has 
led us to abandon work- 
ing class independence 
because we ‘abandon the 
parliamentary arena." 
This is a clear confus- 
ion of political struggle 
with parliamentray activ- 
ity. Let us turn once 
again to the Comintern 
Theses on Communtst Par- 
ttes and Parliament (a 
document which the Snvar- 
tacist League leadership 
claims to base its organ- 
ization on, but which it 
either has not read or 
has forgotten): 

Fvery class struggle is 

a political struggle, 

for in the final anal- 

ysis it is a struggle 
for power. Any strike 
which spreads over the 
whole countrv endangers 
the bourgeois State and 


therefore assumes a 
political character.... 
Conseauently the ques- 
tion of political 
struggie is by no 
means identical with 
the question of the 
attitude to parliament. 
The first is a general 
question of the pro- 
letarian class strug- 
gle, in which small 
and partial struggles 
mount up to the gener- 
al struggle for the 
overthrow of the cap- 
italist order as a 
whole. 
We now come to the call 
for a ‘workers govern- 
ment.'' The Spartacists 
claim that they "(with 
Trotsky) (again the 
shade of the master~-WT) 
always maintain that 
this can only mean the 
replacement of the rule 
of the bourgeoisie with 
the dictatorship of the 
proletariat." They ac- 
cuse us of treating 
their slogan as if it 
were “simply a parlia- 
mentary labor govern- 
ment. ' Well, Comrades, 
if the SWP, WL, Revolu- 
tionary Socialist League, 
Class Struggle League, 
ourselves or any other 
group wrote an article 
professing to give a 
Bolshevik analysis and 
answer to the most tho- 
roughgoing political 
crisis of American cap- 
italism since the 19th 
century, and they made 
no mention of expropria- 
tion, socialist revolu- 
tion, or destruction of 
the capitalist state, 
what would you say? If 
your "workers govern~ 
ment’ is not simply a 
parliamentary labor 
government, if it is in 
fact the dictatorshio of 


the proletariat, how do 
you propose to put it in 
power? Revolution? New 
elections? All you have 
given us in the article 
we criticized, in your 
response and in your "so- 
cialist" answer to Water- 
gate is new elections: No 
mention of socialist rev- 
olution. No mention of 
destroying the bourgeois 
state. What else are we 
to assume? And more im- 
portantly, what else are 
workers who pick up Work-~ 
ers Vanguard for the 
first time to assume? You 
say that: 
Forcing a new election 
would prove a hollow 
victory for the working 
class if it simply re- 
sulted in a “cleaner” 
Republican or Democra- 
tic president to carry 
out Nixon's basic pol- 
icies--holding down 
wages by ariti-labor 
laws in the face of un- 
precedented inflation: 
squandering American 
wealth and youth to 
support reactionary re- 
gimes throughout the 
world (such as Thieu's 
South Vietnam and Meir 
Dayan's Israel) instead 
of aiding the workers 
and peasants in the 
task of socialist con- 
struction. 
How would these elections 
be any victory at all for 
the working class? Could 
they usher in your “work- 
ers government?" Have 
you forgotten the words 
of the Communist Interna- 
tional? 
In the face of the dev- 
astation, looting, vi- 
olence, robberies, and 
destruction committed 
by imperialism, parlia- 
mentary reforms, iack- 
ing system, durability, 


and order, lose all 

practical significance 

for the working masses. 
The Spartacist League 
makes much of the fact 
that the Bolsheviks car- 
ried out varliamentary 
activity. When at a re- 
cent forum in Detroit, 
one of our Comrades made 
the statement that we 
stood closer to Lenin 
and the Bolsheviks on the 
question of parliamenter- 
ism, an SL spokesman re- 
sponded that such a state~ 
ment was absurd because 
the RWG is opposed to 
parliamentary activity 
while the Bolsheviks fa- 
vored it. Likewise,he 
continued, the Spartacist 
League is in favor of 
parliamentary activity, 
therefore the SL is ob- 
viously closer to the 
Bolsheviks on this aques- 
tion. However, the Com- 
munist Party, Socialist 
Workers Party and Work- 
ers League are also in 
favor of parliamentary 
activity. Are they Bol- 
sheviks on this auestion? 
It is necessary to recall 
that for the Bolsheviks 
parliamentarism and el- 
ectoral activity were an 
auxiliary tactic, not a 
principle. 

We also view electoral 
activity as a tactic. To 
oppose electoral activity 
on the basis of some 
trumped-up principle‘ is 
utterly absurd. As we 
stated in From Trotsky- 
ism to Maratsm: 

While participation in 

elections or giving 

critical support to 
another working class 
party is not unprincip~ 
led, it is a tactic 
which should be used 
only in exceptional 
circumstances. Elec~ 
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toral activity tends 
to reinforce the il- 


lusiess of the work- 
ing ciuss in elections 
and rhe beurgeois 
state. Thue, im gen- 
eral, ov aeins made 
through electoral ac- 
tivity are offset by 


the ceacening affect 
on the development of 
revolutionary con- 
sciousness in the 
worsing class. 
It is ove contention 
that in <eneral, and 
particularly in the ad- 
wanced capitalist coun~ 
tries, thet electoral 
activity ic a tactic 
which should not be used. 
However, there could 
arice a situation where 
the working class van- 
guard could make gains 
through ccmmunist elec~ 
toral activity. Let's 
examine the particulars 
of the current situation 
and see if it warrants 
a change in our tactics. 
First, the United 
States has had close to 
two centuries of bour- 
geois~democracy, not a 
few months like Russta 
of 1917 (when the Bol- 
sheviks called for the 
convocation of the Con~ 
stituent Assembly in or- 
der to show to the back- 
ward peasants the super- 
jority of the Soviets). 
There is currently no 
mass working class par- 
ty which has the alleg- 
jance of the working 
class. It has been over 
fifty years since Lenin 
wrote Left-Wing Commun- 
tem. The rapid technol- 
ogical development of 
industry and the expan- 
sion of public education 
means a much better-ed- 
ucated, more aware work- 
ing class than existed 
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at the dawn of the imper- 
daiist enuch. Continued 
exvosure of scandal after 
scandel, the failure of 
“democratic” reforms (if 
the Civil Rights Act was 
so good, why do we need 


an Faual Rights Amendment?) , 


increasing government 
renression‘of the working 
class in general (wage 
controis, physical at- 
tacks, etc.) and the in~ 
ability of the government 
to deal with inflation 
have had no small effect 
on the American working 
class. It is becoming in- 
creasingly clear to Am- 
erican workers that it is 
not simply the man in of- 
fice that causes problems, 
but something deeper. The 
1972 presidential elec- 
tion saw one of the high- 
est records of voter ap- 


athy in history. This was 


not simply because work- 
ers were too tired to go 
and vote. Nor was it sim- 
ply because they saw no 
alternative between Nix- 
on and McGovern. It stem- 
med in many cases from a 
belief that one's vote 
doesn't really mean any~ 
thing when it comes to 
government policy. And 
it doesn't! Even Workers 
Vanguard states: 
The continuing Water- 
gate crisis has pretty 
nearly totally discre- 
dited the U.S. govern~ 
ment... 
Therefore, at a time when 
workers are coming to the 
realization that the sol- 
ution to their misery lies 
not in the Presidency and 
Congress, when they are 
becoming more and more 
open to the ideas Of (so- 
cialism and even (to a 
certain extent) revolu~ 
tion, what is the task of 
communists? Is it to 


spread illusions tn Con- 
gress and the capitalist 
elections or is it to 
concretize that ‘'some- 
thing deeper" that is at 
the root of inflation, 
unemployment, etc., to 
point out that this" some 
thing deever” is in fact 
the capitalist system, 
and to then point the 
way forward: workers' 
revolution? But to do as 
the Spartacist League 
does, call for new elec- 
tions and a labor party 
is to do the former. At 
a time when it is becom- 
ing clear to more and 
more workers that it is 
the government as a whole, 
not simoly Nixon that is 
wrong, the Spartacists 
come along and say, wait, 
it's only because the 
Democrats and Revubli- 
cans are in office, what 
we need is a labor can- 
didate. But, this would 
in itself be a step back- 
ward and a hindrance to 
the develoving conscious~ 
ness of the class. The 
fact that the Bolsheviks 
used the parliamentary 
rostrum to help break 

the illusions of the Rus~ 
sian workers in parlia- 
ment, does not mean that 
the working class can not 
break from its parlia~ 
mentary illusions on its 
own. Nor does this ne- 
gate the necessary role 
of the Leninist vanguard. 
Nur role in such a case 
is to provide the work- 
ing class alternative to 
capitalist politics. It 
is our task to transform 
the spontaneous anti-pvol- 
itical conscicusness of 
the workers into social- 
ist political class con- 
sciousness. The auestion 
of rolitics must be clar- 
4fdad. It must be broad- 


ened. While we must ap- 
plaud the workers’ dis- 
gust with capitalist el- 
ectoral politics, we 
must constantly point 
out that politics and 
political struggle are 
not limited to the el- 
ectoral field. While 
struggling within the 
class to raise class 
consciousness to a so- 
cialist political level, 
we must at the same time 
fight to keep it from 
backsliding into the 
bog of the capitalist 
electoral farce. This is 
a difficult task, but it 
is a task which must be 
carried out. It is for 
this reason that we do 
not ignore questions 
like impeachment, elec- 
tions and a labor varty, 
but expose them as ob- 
stacles to the develov- 
ment of class conscious- 
ness. 

It is here, however, 
that the Spvartacist 
League fails. For them 
politics does mean el~ 
ections, etc (or so it 
would seem from their 
polemic against us and 
their “socialist answer 
to Watergate). For in- 
stance, in their 'so- 
cialist' answer to Wat- 
ergate they state’ 

To limit the labor 

movement to calling 

for impeachment of 

Nixon, as do the AFL~- 

CIO tops and the Com- 

munist Party, is to 

wind up supporting 

Gerald Ford. A class- 

struggle answer to 

Watergate must shift 

the axis of struggle. 

The fight to remove 

Nixon must become a 

fight not to replace 

Nixon wtth Gerald Ford, 

but a fight to replace 


the rule of capital with 

a workers government! 
But as we have shown ear: 
lier, the SL fails to 
speak of revolution, the 
destruction of the capi- 
talists' state machinery 
or the expropriation of 
the capitalists in their 
“socialist” answer to 
Watergate. Instead they 
place the fight for a 
workers’ government in 
the field of cavitalist 
electoral politics. They 
brazenly claim that so- 
cialists must demand: 

a labor candidate for 

the presidency, with a 

elass-struggle program 

counterposed to both 
bourgeois parties, and 

a workers party based 

on the trade untons to 

fight for a workers 
government. 
Again we ask, how is your 
“workers government’ go- 
ing to come to power? 

The Spartacist League's 
parliamentary cretinism 
is most clearly demon- 
strated in the following’ 

...it is necessary for 

the working class to 

reply with a political 
general strike of the 
organized labor move- 
ment to force new el- 
ecttons, so that labor 
can present its own can- 
didate against the twin 
parties of capttal. 
This demonstrates a deep 
misunderstanding not on- 
ly of elections, but also 
of the general strike. As 
Rosa Luxemburg cogently 
pointed out, the question 
of state power is posed 
whenever there is a gen-~- 
eral strike. It is not 
always assured that the 
working class will suc- 
cessfully overcome the 
capitalists and wrench 
power from their hands 


(nor vill such an attempt 
necessarily be made), but 
the vossibility is there. 
Elections are constantly 
used by the capitalists 
as a brake on the devel- 
ooment of the class strug- 
gle (e.g. France in 1968). 
Workers Vanguard follows 
its demand for a general 
strike to force new el- 
ections with: 
The Democrats and Re- 
publicans have both am- 
ply proven their unfit- 
ness to rule, and in 
the absence of a work- 
ing-class political al- 
ternative new elections 
would remain a hollow 
victory. 
Comrades, if there were 
a general strike in the 
United States and all 
that came of it was a new 
presidential election 
(with or without a labor 
party candidate) it would 
be a concrete victory 
for the capttalists. In 
no sense would it be a 
victory for the working 
class. At a time when 
production has been for- 
ced to a standstill by a 
political action of the 
working class, and the 
working class is out in 
the streets en masse, the 
capitalists would want 
nothing more than new 
elections to thetr gov- 
ernment. At a time when 
power would be votential- 
ly up for grabs, elec- 
tions would mean a step 
towards restabilizines the 
status auo, i.e. the bour- 
geois-democratic order. 
DeGaulle did not fear and 
oppose elections dcoring 
the general strike in 
France in 1968. He did 
everything vossible to 
ensure that they came off. 
The SL's parliamentarv 
cretinism stems from its 


PAGE 31 


misunderstanding of the 
bourgeois state. The 
Workers Vanguard polemic 
against us refers to a 
statement in Workers’ 
Truth: 
The essence of the RWG 
position is conven- 
iently underlined in 
this same article, 
namely that “The bour- 
geots state, because 
tt ts in the final an- 
alysts the instrument 
of the capttalist 
class, ts organtcally 
tneapable of atding 
the working class." 
Hence they attempt to 
ignore it as far as 
possible: 
First of all, we do not 
ignore the bourgeois 
state. We constantly 
strive to expose the na- 
ture of the bourgeois 
state, its function and 
the necessity of smash- 
ing it and replacing it 
with a working class 
state based on democra- 
tic workers’ councils. 
The slanderous distor- 
tion of our activity 
aside, it is interesting 
that the SL chose this 
sentence as containing 
the essence of our posi- 
tion. This leads us to 
wonder: Does the Spar~ 
tacist League feel that 
the bourgeois state ts 
organically capable of 
aiding the working class? 
Or does it agree with 
the essence of our posi- 
tion? If the former is 
true, then it ignores 
the viewpoint of the 
early Comintern which 
we quoted above that in 
the epoch of imperialism 
parliament (and the 
rest of the bourgeois 
state) has been exposed 
as incapable of eggect~ 
ing reforms in the in- 


PAGE 32 


terests of the working 
class. If the latter is 
the case, why the polemic 
against us? One could 
then view it only as nit- 
picking and utterly un- 
worthy of being called 2 
counterposition of revo- 
lutionary Marxism to clas- 
sical ultraleft absten- 
tionism. 

After accusing us of 
ignoring the bourgeots 
state, the next Workers 
Vanguard sentence says: 

Marxists, however, have 

never ignored the aues- 

tion of democratic 

rights. 
This is nothing but the 
grossest equalization of 
the bourgeois state with 
the question of democra- 
tic rights. The Workers 
Vanguard article then 
lists some things which 
it supports: the Equal 
Rights Amendment, equal 
rights for ethnic minor- 
ities and freedom of the 
press. “hile we as Marx- 
ists support democratic 
rights, we do not do so 
indiscriminately. For in- 
stance, we do not support 
the democratic right to 
private property in the 
means of production. The 
problem is not that ev- 
eryone does not have his 
or her own factory. The 
problem is that produc-~ 
tion is not planned and 
carried out by society as 
a whole. We do not sup-~ 
port the ERA, not because 
we are opposed to equal- 
ity of the sexes, but 
because it will do no 
more for women than the 
Civil Rights Act has done 
for blacks (and women): 
virtually nothing. We, 
too, support equal rights 
for minorities. Does this 
mean we demand equality 
of oppression? No. Equal- 


ity of exploitation? No. 
Equality of subjugation? 
No. We fight for true 
racial equality ina 
society which has been 
purged of capitalist 
class rute-and repiaced 
by the class dictatorship 
of the workers. Instead 
of spouting their support 
for "democratic" rights 
like ‘freedom of the 
press,’ the Snartacist 
League would do well to 
read what Lenin had to 
say on the subject: 
The issue is not "free- 
dom of the press” but 
the exploiters’ sacro- 
sanct ownership of the 
printing presses and 
stocks of newsprint 
they have seized! 

Just why should we 
workers and peasants 
recognise that sacred 
right? How is that 
“right to publish 
false information bet- 
ter than the “right” 
to own serfs? 


(Coll. Wks. Vol 25 v 378) 


Next we are treated to 
the historical example 

of Marx's support to the 
1848 bourgeois revolution 
against Prussian absolu- 
tism. This is nothing 

but crass name dropping 
in the hope that Work-~ 
ers Vanguard readers will 
assume that the SL. would 
have Marx's support to- 
day. Need we remind the 
editors of Workers Van- 
guard that the 1848 rev- 
olution occurred in a 
different epoch, the 
evoch of progressive cap- 
italist development? In 
the 1869's Marx wrote 
letters of praise to the 
Republican President of 
the United States. Would 
the SL leadershiv do the 
same today? The paragraph 
on democratic rights ends 


with another slander 
thet we ignore the strug- 
gle for democratic 
rights altogether. Again, 
anyone familiar with the 
pages of Workers’ Truth 
knows this to be a lie. 
We do not have space to 
list all the examples 

of our support for 
struggles around demo- 
cratic rights; however, 
we will note two: “De- 
troit Blacks, Workers 
Need Revolutionary Pro- 
gram to Fight STRESS” 
(Workers' Truth April 
1973): ‘For Internation- 
al Workers' Defense" 
(Workers' Truth, August 
1973). 

This brings us to the 
question of impeachment. 
The Spartacist League 
accuses us of failing 
to see their distinction 
between calling for im- 
peachment and support- 
ing a congressional move 
toward impeachment. We 
plead guilty to this 
charge. What ts the dif- 
ference between calling 
for impeachment and sup- 
porting impeachment? The 
SL says: 

The labor movement 

cannot leave the fate 

of Richard Nixon in 

the hands of the U.S. 

Senate (‘the most ex- 

clusive club in the 

world’). 
This, of course, they 
feel is what impeachment 
would entail. The SL, 
on the other hand, while 
supporting new elections 
(which it falsely feels 
is a class struggle al- 
ternative) only "sup- 
ports a congressional 
move’ to “leave the 
fate of Richard Nixon in 
the hands of the U.S. 
Senate ("the most ex- 
clusive club in the 


world"). See the big dif- 
ference? 

Let's view the question 
from a different anele 
under different circum- 
stances. First of all, 
it should be safe to as- 
sume the SL is making the 
distinction between "cal- 
ling for’ and “supporting” 
since impeachment is re~- 
ferred to in each case. 
Let's use a somewhat ex- 
treme example, but an ex- 
ample which should def- 
initely cut through this 
false distinction. Let 
us say that the Communist 
Party and the trade union 
bureaucracy join together 
in calling for the phy- 
sical liquidation of the 
Spartacist League. Let us 
further say that we go on 
record as supporting a 
move to physically li- 
quidate the Spartacist 
League. Would the SL draw 
as thick a line between 
us and the CP then as 
they do between themsel- 
ves and the CP now? 

Also, would the SL lead- 
ership care to explain 
the class difference be~ 
tween a demonstration or- 
ganized around the slo- 
gan “Impeach Nixon” and 
a demonstration organized 
around the slogans "Sup- 
port a Congressional Move 
to Impeach Nixon" and 
“For New Elections" (a 
demonstration which could 
easily be supported by 
Boston's Mayor White)? 

Apparently it is nec- 
essary here to clear up 
a misconception which the 
Workers Vanguard editors 
apparently have. We have 
no trouble at all under- 
standing how one can sup- 
port impeachment and new 
elections at the same 
time. Both are fully with- 
in the bounds of bour- 


geois-democracy. What we 
do find confusing is Work- 
ers Vanguard's suggestion 
that we “read Lenin's 
explanations of why the 
Bolsheviks called for all 
power to the soviets yet 
still supported moves to 
convoke a constituent 
assembly.'’Perhaps the SL 
leadership would kindly 
explain their analogy. 
Exactly what are the par- 
allels here? Is impeach- 
ment the parallel of the 
constituent assembly? 
And new capitalist elec- 
tions the parallel of 
"all power to the soviets” 
Or are the varallels re- 
versed? Or does your sug- 
gestion really have noth- 
ing to do with the sub- 
ject under question but 
really represents anoth- 
er case of name-dropping? 
In summary, we wish to 
reiterate a few major 
points. The Revolutionary 
Workers Group has vublic- 
ly condemned syndicalism 
(see “Which Way for the 
Trade Unions? Workers’ 
Truth March 1973) and has 
consistently put forward 
the necessity for con- 
structing a Lefinist van- 
guard party on an inter- 
national scale. Congress 
is part of the cavital- 
ist state. While it is 
not unprincinled for com- 
munists to use Congress 
as a rostrum for revolu- 
tionary propaganda, they 
can have no illusions in 
its ability to effect 
constructive reforms of 
benefit to the working 
class. The reason for 
this is not because the 
Democrats and Republicans 
are in power, but because 
"the bourgeots state... 
is organically incapable 
of aiding the working 
class.’ Communists must 
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constantly put forward 
the necessity of work- 
ers' revolution. No ar- 
ticle claiming to give 
a “socialist” (i.e. com- 
munist) answer to Wat- 
ergate can omit (ignore, 
if you will) the ques- 
tion of working class 
socialist revolution, 
smashing the capitalist 
state machinery and ex- 
propriating the capital- 
ist class under the col- 
lective control of the 
working class. At a time 
when the working class 
is moving away from el- 
ectoral politics, when 
it is beginning to see 
through the sham of 
bourgeois-democracy, to 
lead it back into the 
swamp with slogans for 
new elections and labor 


. AE COnomy 


continued from page 6 


al capital bloc to elim- 
inate the others through 
economic competition, the 
necessity of redivision 
of the world market 
through a Third Imperial— 
ist World War will arise. 
The current crisis 
(which is only beginning) 
leads to the inescapable 
choice between allowing 
the capitalists to lead 
society back into the 
atone age through war, 
or for the working class 
to lead society into so- 
cialism. Times of capi- 
talist crisis can be rev- 
olutionary periods for 


the proletariat. The sight 


of idle factories while 
millions are starving 


Editorial 


continued from page 1 


ridden society with a new 
society based on produc- 
tion for human need, or- 
ganized by the working 
people of the entire 
world: 
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candidates is to play 
a role detrimental to 
the development of so- 
cialist class conscious- 
ness. The struggle for 
democratic rights must 
be viewed from the his- 
torteal perspective of 
working class interests. 
It should be clear to 
all and sundry that the 
Spartacist League polem- 
ic, far from correcting 
the program of the Rev- 
olutionary Workers Group, 
the program of revolu- 
tionary Marxism, has 
merely further exposed 
the degeneration of the 
Spartacist League lead- 
ership as the current 
crisis pushes it more 
and more toward the open 
embrace of reformism. 
We urge the ranks of the 


(i.e. the material real- 
ity of society) will no 
doubt create a shocking 
stimulus to the American 
and international work- 
ing class. 

This reawakening of the 
proletariat must be 
channelled through the 
communist vanguard of 
the working class into 


a healthy class conscious, 


revolutionary movement. 
In such periods as the 
upcoming one, it is vital 
that the communist van- 
guard intervene in the 
struggles of the class 
with their full program, 
the program of socialist 
revolution. 

The task right now is 


FOR INTERNATIONAL WORK- 
ING CLASS SOLIDARITY: 
NOT IMPERIALIST WAR--BUT 
WORKERS’ REVOLUTION: 
BUILD THE INTERNATIONAL 
PARTY OF REVOLUTIONARY 


SL to seriously study 
not only the current 
polemic: between our two 
organizations, but to 
seriously study the his- 
tory of the SL and its 
SWP forbears (when the 


SL thinks it was still 
revolutionary, 1938-63), 
and to also study the 
documents of the early 
yeass of the Communist 
International. We are 
confident that through 
such study and through 
the continued degenera~ 
tion of the SL leader- 
ship, the most serious 
revolutionary cadres of 
the Spartacist League 
will be won to revolu- 
tionary Marxism and the 
Revolutionary Workers 
Group. 


for the communist van- 
guard to tie the prob- 
lems which workers are 
faced with to the whole 
capitalist system. The 
crisis of capitalism is 
not due to Nixon, Brezh- 
nev or Brandt, but rather 
to the inherent qualities 


of the capitalist system 


itself. Most workers to~ 
day realize or are moving 
to the conclusion that. 
elections are irrelevant 
to control of society 

(as shown through voter 
apathy). The communist 
vanguard must zero in on 
this development and ex- 
pand it into a full an- 
ti-capitalist revolution- 
ary class consciousness. 


WORKERS ! 

FORWARD TO THE INTERNA~ 
TIONAL SOCIALIST REVOLU- 
TION: 

FORWARD TO THE WORLDWIDE 
WORKERS’ REPUBLIC: 


.. Mideast 
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tional capitalist bloc 
gets the better of the 
others. That result is 
continued lowering of 
the living standard. 
This is the fruit of the 
so-called "Arab Revolu- 
tion." 

The epoch of progres- 
sive national revolu- 
tions is over. While 
national revolutions do 
occur today, they can 
occur three ways: 1) the 
struggle for power by 
the working class and 
poor peasantry of an 
oppressed nation against 
both foreign domination 
and native capital; 2) 
the struggle against 
foreign domination by. 
the national capitalist 
class with the aid of 
another imperialist pow- 
er (as was the case 
with Israel's indepen- 
dence from Britain); 3) 
an "anti-imperialist” 
struggle by the urban 
intelligentsia in a 
bloc with one wing of 
the native capitalists 
leading the peasant 
masses. This road even- 
tually leads to the cen- 
tralization, concentra- 
tion and consolidation 
of state capital as in 
China and Cuba. Only 


. Brazil 
continued from page 14 


order to stay alive in 
the slums. 

The situation today 
in Brazil is hell for 
the workers and can only 
be alleviated one way, 
which is the smashing 
of the bourgeois state 
by the workers and the 
expropriation of all 
capitalists (foreign and 


one of these roads to 
national liberation is 
progressive in the im- 
perialist epoch. That 
is the first road, the 
road of proletarian 
revolution. 

The proletarian revo- 
lution is not simply a 
national revolution, 
like the other two. In 
fact it is only a na- 
tional revolution inso- 
far as the working mas- 
ses of the colonial and 


. semi~colonial countries 


suffer national oppres- 
sion at the hands of 
their imperialist ex- 
ploiters. In its histori- 
cal context the national 
revolution has been a 
bourgeois revolution. 
Thus, in this sense, 
while occurring in a na-~ 
tional framework, and 
putting an end to the na- 
tional oppression of the 


workers and peasants, the 


proletarian revolution is 
in reality the negation 
of the national revolu- 
tion, not its direct con- 
tinuator (as some Trot- 
skyists with their "per- 
manent revolution" theor- 
les believe). It is 
fought not in the inter- 
est of the nation as a 


domestic). This will be 
carried out under the 
leadership of the com- 
munist vanguard. The 
military throughout the 
history of Brazil has 
proven it is the armed 
band set up to protect 
capitalist property. A 
revolutionary workers 
party which can lead the 


whole, but only the in- 
terests of the oppressed 
and exploited. 

As Marxists, therefore, 
we counterpose the pro- 
letarian socialist revo- 
lution to the bourgeois 
“Arab Revolution.” The 
task facing Arab workers 
is the same as that fac- 
ing all workers through- 
out the world: not follow- 
ing their capitalist rul- 
ers into national wars 
(where they are used as 
cannon fodder), but 
breaking away from the 
faise consciousness of 
"national unity" put for- 
ward by the nationalists 
in the interests of !-- 
each individual capital- 
ist bloc. Having done 
this, Arab workers must 
take up the struggle 
against the imperfalist 
system in general and 
Arab capital in particu- 
lar. In order for this 
struggle to be success~ 
ful, the class conscious 
vanguard of the Arab work- 
ing class must organize 
into revolutionary work- 
ers parties throughout 
the Middle East and join 
in the construction of the 
International Party of 
Revolutionary Workers. 


working class in strug- 
gle against the bour-~ 
geéisie must be formed. 
NOTES 
(1) Fourth Internation- 
al, Dec. 1940, p. 184 
(2) Ibid., Apr. 1946, 
p. 112 
(3) Ibid., p. 112 
(4), Ibid... 9. 114 
To be continued 
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fight for 


The world we live in is a world where 
people are divided into classes accord- 
ing to their role in production. The two 
wajor classes in society are the capital- 
‘st class and the working class. The cap- 
italists own the means of production (fac- 
cories, machines, etc.) but produce no- 
‘hing. The workers, on the other hand, 
-eceive only meager wages for the sale of 
their labor power to the capitalists. Al- 
1ost all production in society is done by 
he workers. However, almost all the bene- 
its from this production go to the cap- 
.talists. The basis for production in 
his society is profit. The capitalists 
_re not interested in having the workers 
‘roduce things that people can use or that 
eople need. They are only interested in 
hat makes them the biggest profit. Thus, 
sile the capitalists get richer and rich- 
c, the workers are worse off than they 
‘are before. 

In order to increase profits the capi- 
alists resort to all sorts of techniques 
hich most of us are familiar with: speed- 
p, wage cuts, unemployment, labor-saving 
achinery. While, for instance, labor-sa- 
ing machinery would be progressive in a 
ociety run by the workers, it does no- 
iing for them under capitalism. It is 
ast another attack on the workers. 

Another feature of capitalist society is 
ar. Every day there is a war going on 
omewhere in the world. This is due to the 
acessity of the capitalists to wage war 
a order to get ahead of capitalists in 
ther countries. The working class has no 
aterests in supporting these wars. What 
ne workers want is peace. However, there 
an be no peace until the capitalists have 
,een removed from power and this society 
-eplaced with one run by the workers in 
-he interests of the toiling masses. 

To do this, it is not enough to elect 
seople to Congress or as President. The 
-overnment is nothing more than the ex- 
‘cutive committee of the ruling class. 

t is the owners of the big corpora- 
ions who have the final say as to what 
ves on. It is necessary to organize 

ix own workers’ councils. These councils 
.ll be the class rule of the workers af- 

‘x the revolutionary overthrow of capi- 
lism. When capitalism goes Congress 
11 go with it. All the democracy sur- 
yunAing the Congress is just a sham to 


Socialism! 


keep us tied to this system. It is demo- 
cracy for the rich, for the capitalists. 
Our democracy will be real democracy, 
proletarian democracy, the democracy of 
the many. We do not simply want a workers' 
government, we want a workers' republic. 

In order to throw out the capitalists 
and buil a workers' republic and social- 
ism the working class needs a revolution- 
ary party. Such a party must be based on 
The Communist Manifesto, the first two 
Congresses of the Communist (Third) In- 
ternational, and the revolutionary work 
of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky and Lux- 
emburg. It must be a democratic-centralist 
party. However, it is not enough to 
build such a party here in the United 
States. Capitalism is a world system. 

Even so-called "Communist" Russia and Chi- 
na are capitalist (state capitalist). In 
order to wage a successful worldwide 
struggle against capitalism the workers 
must have an international party. It is 
toward the construction of the Interna- 
tional Party of Revolutionary Workers 
(Fourth International) that the Rev- 
olutionary Workers Grounv and Workers' 
Truth are dedicated. 

In 1917 the Russian workers seized power 
under the leadership of the Bolshevik Party 
and Lenin. However, the revolution was 
isolated and the Russian workers exhausted 
from the hard struggle in a backward coun- 
try lost power when the Bolsheviks lost 
faith in the world proletariat in 1921. 

The four years of the revolutionary dic- 
tatorship still remain, however, as a bea- 
con for workers throughout the world. 

Under capitalism the workers are nothing 
more than menials. We deserve a better 
life. We deserve socialism. However, it 
will not be handed to us on a platter. We 
must fight for it. For if we do not fight 
for socialism we will be handed barbarism. 
Socialism or barbarism? 
Fight for Socialism! 


oi. _ 4. 
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